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EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


18, LincoLN’s INN FIELDs, Lonpon, W.C, 





Whole-world policies in most cases free of charge. 
Policies indisputable and unconditional. 
SPECIMEN BONUSES. 
Actual additions made to Policies of £1,000 effected under Tables I. and II. 
i NUMBER OF PREMIUMS PAID. 
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£ 6 
*1,022 0 
*1,167 0 


*626 10 


372 0 *836 10 





EXAM?LE.—A Policy for £1,(00, effected 30 years ago by a person then aged 30, 
would have increased to £1,819, or by more than 80 per cent. 


In the cases marked * the Bonuses, if surrendered, would be more than 
sufficient to extinguish all future premiums, and the Policy-holders would still 
be entitled to share in future profits. 


THE WEEKLY REPORTER. 

The WEEKLY REPORTER contains full reports of the facts, arguments, and 
judgments in all the important cases decided in the House of Lords, the Privy 
Counci], the Court of Appeal, each of the Divisions of the High Court, and the 
Court of Bankruptcy. Every effort is made to publish the reports as speedily 
after the decision of a case as possible. Subscribers to the WEEKLY REPORTER 
receive a copy of the Annual Digest of all the reported cases of the year, and a 
copy of all the important statutes of the year. 


Vol. 33 of the Soxtcrrors’ Journat, and Vol. 37 of the Wxexky 
RgrontTER, commenced November 3rd, 1888. 
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LONDON, SEPTEMBER 28, 1889. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE Ake GLAp to welcome an altogether unexceptionable appoint- 
ment to a county court judgeship. Mr. Wir1iam Barner, Q.C., 
will be known to most of our readers, not only as a learned lawyer, 
but as an able practitioner, of sound judgment and extensive 
experience in the application of law to facts. He is known to every- 
one who has come in contact with him as kindly, courteous, and 
patient : here, therefore, we have the qualifications of an excellent 
judge, and we believe, indeed, that it would have been no surprise 
to his brethren if he had obtained a seat on the High Court bench. 
The solicitors and suitors in Derbyshire are to be heartily congra- 
tulated on their new judge, if it should ultimately prove that he 
takes that circuit. We fancy that the Yorkshire solicitors, who 
know and value Mr. Barner, would be uncommonly glad to have 
him appointed to the Halifax Circuit. 


WE wave REASON to believe that Mr. Ronert Metvitze has been 
appointed a county court judge, not of Circuit No 12 (Halifax, &c.), 
as was announced in a daily journal, but of Circuit No. 27 (Here- 
fordshire), in succession to the late Judge Axunpet Rocers. We 
gather from the ordinary sources of information that Mr. Metviiie 
was called tothe bar in 1864, and has practised on the South- 
Eastern Circuit, at the Kent Sessions, and in the Lancaster 
Chancery Court, but we regret that we have hitherto failed to 
obtain sufficient information on which to base any opinion as to 





his qualifications, or any conjecture as to the reasons which can 
have led to his appointment. 





Tae rate Mr. Lorrvs Torrennam Wicram was the oldest sur- 
viving Queen’s Counsel, having received his silk gown from Lord 
Lyypuvrst so long ago as 1842. His death removes a link with 
the past, since he was the brother of Vice-Chancellor Wicram, 
who retired from the bench nearly forty years ago. He was also the 
last holder of the office of Standing Counsel to the East India Com- 
pany. Mr. Srencer Watrote is now the senior Queen’s Counsel, 
though, as a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn, he is junior to Sir James 
Bacon. Mr. Wieram was an example of the close connection 
which at one time existed between the leaders of the bar and the 
University of Cambridge. Mr. Wicram was elected M.P. for that 
University in succession to the Hon. Cuartes Law, Q.C., Recorder 
of London. He was for some time the colleague of Mr. Srencer 
Watrotr, and he was succeeded by the Jate Lord Justice Serwyn. 
Among other legal representatives of the University were Lord 
Lynpuvrsr and Chief Justice Grens. 





Tre rtriat of the persons accused of the murder of the late Dr. 
Cronin is now going on in Chicago, but, according to the news- 
paper reports, it is not likely to make rapid progress. The initial 
cause of delay is the difficulty in getting a jury, due to the free 
use of challenges. In England this privilege is little used, and 
we are strange to the numerous points which may be raised on 
challenges for cause, and to the more speedy effect of peremptory 
challenges. To the number of the former there is no limit, and in 
Chicago the practice just now seems to be, first, to elicit from the 
proposed juryman an admission that he has read the account of the 
case in the papers, and then to make him confess that he has 
formed an opinion upon it. As a rule this course appears to be 
successful, and he is forthwith pronounced to be disqualified ; but, 
if this result is not obtained, then he is summarily dismissed by a 
peremptory challenge. In England thirty-five of these were 
originally allowed, the number being in some mysterious way 
fixed upon as being one less than the complement of three full 


34 | juries, and, in any case, a sufficient number to allow the most 


timorous man to challenge out of mere caprice. The institution 
itself Bracxsrone characterizes as full of that tenderness and 
humanity to prisoners for which our English laws are justly 
famous. Perhaps the tenderness and humanity would have been 
more appreciated in other directions. At any rate, while it has 
expanded elsewhere, it has diminished here, and the number now 
wllowed is twenty. It is the same at Chicago, and as the number 
of the prisoners is five, the whole number of peremptory challenges 
available is 100. The general result, after the court had sat for 
nine days, was that, while 285 persons had been summoned, not a 
single juror had been chosen. At that stage the judge remarked 
that if, owing to the interest taken in the case, and the extent to 
which it had been published, it should not be possible to get a 
jury absolutely without including persons who had formed im- 
pressions, he would then take the next best that could be assembled 
and proceed with the case. This was about a fortnight ago. 
Since then little further progress appears to have been made, and 
the prisoners have now exhausted seventy of their peremptory 
challenges, while the State has used up forty-nine ; but if the law 
is the same as in England, these latter challenges are not strictly 
peremptory. With us the Crown can challenge peremptorily 
until the panel is exhausted; but if this happens before a jury is 
obtained, then these challenges are gone through again, and must 
now be made good as challenges for cause. 





Ix 1s 10 BE NoTeD that the Associated Chambers of Commerce, at 
their meeting last week, were by no means unanimous in passing a 
resolution advocating the extension of the jurisdiction of county 
courts, and that the advice of Sir A. Roxzi1, M.P., that the true 
immediate line of reform consisted in amplifying the powers of the 
registrars, appointing good judges, providing speedy procedure and 
comparatively small fees, appears to have had no little weight. The 
truth is that the advocates of extension of jurisdiction too often 
want to put the cart beforethe horee. As Mr. Munron well pointed 


! out before the passing of the last County Courts Act enlarging the 
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jurisdiction as to remitted actions, there is a condition precedent to 
such enlargement—the machinery provided ought to be altered tosuit 
the change of material. The result of the neglect of his warning was 
shewn in an article on the threatened block in the county courts 
which we printed a few weeks ago (ante, p. 639). As was then 
pointed out, it is not merely the number of remitted actions, but 
the nature of the cases to be disposed of, which must be taken into 
consideration. They impose on the judges the duty of determin- 
ing, far more frequently than they had been in the habit of doing, 
difficult and important questions of law and fact, thereby render- 
ing it impossible for them to get through their work within 
reasonable limits of time. A well-known county court judge 
exprersed the opinion, in a letter to one of the daily papers two 
or three months ago, that, especially with regard to the metro- 
politan county courts and the provincial courts of the great com- 
mercial and manufacturing centres, ‘‘ considerable atrears, which 
have hitherto never arisen, will become inevitable.’”” And a writer 
of exceptional knowledge and experience on the question pointed 
out in our columns about the same time that ‘‘ the ever-increasing 
volume of work devolving upon the county courts can hardly fail, 
sooner or later, to give rise to a chronic congestion of legal business 
in those courts which must be fatal to that expeditious determina- 
tion of causes which has hitherto formed one of the most striking 
and beneficial features in the administration of justice in the 
county courts, and has rendered those courts so justly popular. 
When first established in 1846, the statutory county courts were 
regarded simply as small debts courte. Subsequent legislation, 
culminating in the County Courts Act, 1888, has, however, caused 
them to lose their primitive character, and has converted them into 
most formidable rivals of the High Court of Justice.” Nothing 
would seem to be more obvious than that you cannot work High 
Court business with the machinery provided for small debts courts. 
You must in some way sever the judicial arrangements provided for 
the two classes of cases, and it appears to us that Sir A. Roszir 
has indicated the true solution. The foundation of extension of 
jurisdiction must be laid by increasing the powers of the registrars, 
who ought practically to fulfil most of the duties originally 
intended to be performed by the judges of these courts. And at 
the same time let the procedure in these classes of cases be made 
cheaper and more rapid; you will then be able to cast extended 
jurisdiction on the judges without interfering with the efficiency 
of the courts. 





Tne Locat Government Boarp, under the powers conferred 
upon them by sub-section (4) of section 87 of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1888, have recently issued regulations with regard to 
procedure under section 57 of that Act. This section provides 
generally for the alteration or definition of the boundaries of 
county districts and parishes, and for their division or union with 
other districts or parishes; also for the conversion of rural districts 
into urban districts and vice versd, for the division of urban dis- 
tricts into wards, and for the alteration of the number of wards 
ard of their boundaries, &c. Sub-section (1) relates to local in- 
quiries to be held as to any proposed changes, and to the notices 
that must be given, leaving the details, both of inquiries and of 
notices, to be prescribed by the Local Government Board. Sub- 
section (2) reJates to the notices that are to be given of the pro- 
visions of any order after it has been made by a county council, 
the details being left as before. Sub-section (3) regulates the 
mode in which petitions against any such order may be presented 
to the Local Government Board, the time being restricted to three 
months from such notice of the provisions of the order as shall be 
determined to be the first notice. And sub-sections (4) to (6) re- 
late to the confirmation of orders by the Local Government Board 
and by Parliament. The regulations now issued deal with the 
points thus left open in seven articles. Article I. directs that a 
local inquiry shall be held in regard to a proposal for any of the 
above matters, at which all persons interested may attend and be 
heard. It is to be conducted either by a committee of the county 
council or by some person appointed by the county council; and is 
to be held, if the proposal relates to one or more county districts, 
in such district or one of such districts, and, if it relate to a parish 
or parishes, in such parish or one of such perishes, or at a place 
conveniently vesr. Public notice of the purport of the proposal, 
and of the time and place of the inquiry, is to be given 
by advertisement in a local newspaper for two successive weeks. 





Article II. provides for the sending of a similar notice to 
the various Government departments and local or other ay- 
thorities interested, and for the posting of it in the places 
ordinarily used for such purposes. Articles II[I., IV., and Y. 
relate to the mode of giving notice of the order when made and to 
supplying copies of it. By Article III. its effect is to be published 
by advertisement in two successive weeks in a local newspaper, 
and notice is at the same time to be given of the place and time 
where and when copies of the order may be inspected by owners or 
ratepayers affected. By Article IV. copies are to be supplied to 
owners and ratepayers at certain fixed charges. By Article V. 
copies are to be sent to the Local Government Board, and to the 
same Government departments and local or other authorities to 
whom the original notice was sent under Article II., and it is to 
be publicly posted in the way there prescribed. Article VI. 
directs that the first advertisement of an order under Article III. 
is to be treated as the ‘first notice” thereof, from the date of 
which the three months for the presenting of petitions under sec- 
tion 57, sub-section (3), is to be deemed to run. Finally, Article 
VII. provides that the expression ‘‘ county council ” as used in the 
articles shall include a joint committee appointed by different 
county councils for the purpose of dealing, under section 57, with 
matters in which they are jointly interested. 





Tue supement of the House of Lords in Spicer v. Martin (37 
W. R. 689) is a useful authority upon the effect of restrictive 
covenants entered into by the purchasers of different lots of a 
building estate, and confirms the principles which have been for a 
long time established in the inferior courts. When a vendor sells 
an estate in lots, and makes each purchaser enter into restrictive 
covenants, it may be his intention that these shall be for his own 
benefit in connection with other land which he retains, or that they 
shall be for the protection of the other purchasers inter se, and it 
appears to be well settled that their rights depend upon which 
form his intention takes, and upon what is understood at the time 
by the purchasers. If the covenants are meant by him, and are 
understood by the purchasers, to be for the common advantage of 
them all, then it is clear that the purchasers and their assigns may 
enforce them infer se for their own benefit. The question, indeed, 
as was said by Lord Esuer, M.R., in Nottingham Patent Brick 
and Tile Co. v. Butler (34 W. R. 405, 16 Q. B. D. 778), is purely 
one of fact: ‘‘ Whether it is intended that each of the purchasers 
shall be liable in respect of those restrictive covenants to each of 
the other purchasers is a question of fact, to be determined by the 
intention of the vendor and of the purchasers, and that question 
must be determined upon the same rules of evidence as any other 
question of intention.” Of course, if the purchaser has made the 
benefit of the restrictive covenants a part of his bargain, there 
is no doubt about the matter; but in the absence of any such 
express evidence of intention various circumstances have been 
held to be important. Thus, if the vendor retains no land for 
himself, a strong presumption arises that, as the covenants can be 
of no advantage to him, he must have intended them for the 
benefit of the purchasers. Still more cogent evidence is afforded 
by the circumstance that the several lots have been laid out for 
sale as building lots, for in this case the purchasers must have 
bought with a knowledge that there would be uniform restrictions 
governing the whole estate, and the prices offered would probably 
be governed by this consideration. Hatt, V.C., laid stress upon 
this in Renals v. Cowlishaw (28 W. R. 9, 9 Ch. D. 125), where he 
laid down the law to the effect above stated in an important judg- 
ment which was subsequently adopted in its entirety by the Court 
of Appeal (11 Ch. D. 866). Judged by these tests, as well as by 
considerations special to itself, there could be little doubt as to 
the recent case before the House of Lords, though it is peculiar in 
supporting the purchaser’s right to enforce the covenants, not only 
against other purchasers, but also against the vendor. The latter, 
Sricer, was a contractor who purchased a plot of land from the Exhi- 
bition Commissioners for the purpose of erecting a block of houses. 
After the erection of the houses the site of each was conveyed to 
him by a separate deed, each deed containing the same restrictive 
covenants. Subsequently the houses were leased to various 
persons, and each was required to enter into similar covenants. 
One such lease, for a term of eighty years, was entered into by 
Maxtiy, and in the course of the negotiations he had full notice 
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that all the houses were subject to the same restrictions. Clearly 
this was a case in which a lessee or purchaser would assume that 
he was to have the benefit of the covenants into which he himself, 
in common with his neighbours, was required to enter, and upon 
this view of the case the House of Lords acted. Where there is 
no building plan, and where the vendor retains land for his own 
use, it may be difficult to shew any intention that covenants 
entered into by one purchaser are designed for the benefit of 
another, and decisions adverse to such a claim have been given in 
various cases, notably in Renals v. Cowlishaw (supra). But these 
are cases of infrequent occurrence. By far the most important 
class are those in which the estate has been laid out for building, 
and it is clear that purchasers may safely rely upon being able to 
enforce on their own account the general restrictions which have 
been imposed, and the burden of which they have themselves 
expressly accepted. 








THE DISCHARGE OF A SURETY BY GIVING TIME 
TO THE PRINCIPAL. 
I. 


Nornixe is better established than the rule that a creditor who 
agrees to give time to the principal debtor thereby discharges the 
surety, unless he is careful either to obtain the.surety’s assent or, 
in the agreement with the debtor, expressly to reserve his rights 
against him; but the recent case of Olarke v. Birley (37 W. R. 
746), before Mr. Justice Norrn, emphasized the two restrictions 
on the application of the rule—(1) that there must be a binding 
contract to give time, capable of being enforced, and (2) thet the 
contract must be with the principal debtor. 

That the rule exists is, however, a great deal clearer than the 
reasons of its existence, and on this subject the cases contain a 
vast amount of irreconcilable matter. It may, of course, be stated 
generally that the surety is entitled to have no change made in his 
legal position under the original contract of suretyship without his 
consent, and this doctrine has high authority to support it. Thus, 
in Oakley v. Pasheller (10 Bligh, 548), in the House of Lords, 
Lord Lynpuvuxsr said: “The principle of the law is this, that 
where a creditor gives time to a principal, there being a surety, it 
discharges him from liability because it places him in a new situa- 
tion, and exposes him to risk and contingencies which he would not 
otherwise be liable to.” So, too, in Strong v. Forster (17 C. B 
201), we read (at p. 219) that the rule falls ‘‘ within the general 
doctrine as to principal and surety, which equally obtains in Jaw 
and in equity, that, if the creditor does any act to alter the position 
of the surety, he thereby discharges him.”” But, considering the 
well-established exception that this effect is not produced if the 
creditor, in the agreement to give time to the principal debtor, 
expressly reserves his rights against the surety, it is obvious that 
these statements as to the foundation of the rule are far too wide. 

Descending to particulars, it is clear that the position of the 
surety may be changed, either by bis liability being altered, or by 
his remedies being interfered with, and each of these circumstances 
has been zelied on in applying the rule. Thus, in Wisbet v. Smith 
(2 Bro. &. C. 578) it was pointed out that the effect of giving 
time to the principal was to extend the period during which the 
surety’s liability continued, and Lord Tuurtow, C., was of opinion 
that this could not be done. There the surety had called upon 
the creditor to sue the principal, in consequence of which the 
principal had given a warrant of attorney to confess judgment. 
Thereupon it was agreed between him and the creditor, without 
the surety’s knowledge, that no execution should issue thereon for 
the space of three years, provided interest was regularly paid. 
For the reason above assigned, this was held to discharge the 
surety. 

Again, the remedies of the surety, which may be interfered 
with by an agreement to give time, are, generally speaking, two. 
He is entitled, at any time after the debt has fallen due, to go to 
the creditor and require him either himeelf to sue the principal, 
or to allow his name to be used for the purpose ; or, if he neglects 
this, and waits until he is himself called upon to pay, he is then 
entitled to recover the amount from the principal, as being money 
paid for him at his request. The right of the surety to have the 
first of these remedies preserved intact has been frequently 








insisted upon. Thus in Rees v. Berrington (2 Ves. jun. 540) the 
creditor, without the knowledge of the surety, had taken from 
the principal debtor various notes falling due at dates subsequent 
to the original debt, and had thus precluded himself from suing 
until the time named in the notes had run out. Lord Loven- 
poroven, C., said that the surety had a right, the day after the 
bond was due, to come into court and insist upon its being put in 
suit. This, however, the creditor by his action had rendered 
impossible. Consequently he had disabled himself from doing 
that equity to the surety which the latter had a right to demand, 
and he was therefore discharged. The point was put clearly 
by Wititams, J., in Strong v. Forster (supra), where he said :-— 
“The surety has a right at any moment to go to the creditor and 
say: ‘I have reason to suspect the principal debtor to be insolvent, 
therefore I call upon you to sue bim or to permit me to sue him.’ 
If the creditor has voluntarily placed himself in such a position as 
to be compelled to say he cannot sue him, he thereby discharges 
the surety.” And this was quoted and relied upon in Pooley v. 
Harradine (7 E. & B., at p. 441). But, apart from the general 
objection to it, which will be mentioned presently, it has been 
urged, on the authority of Ford v. Beech (11 Q. B. 852), that a 
creditor, by agreeing to give time to his debtor, does not thereby 
debar himself from suing him, but simply renders himself liable 
in damages for breach of the agreement if he does sue him. 
Consequently, the assertion that a creditor, by giving time, has 
made it impossible for him to sue the debtor at the surety’s request, 
is not strictly true, as he can sue him, although at the risk of an 
action for damages. This consideration was urged in Moss v. Hall 
(5 Ex. 46), but Baron Parxe, without minutely considering the 
reason for the rule now under discussion, was content to say that, 
whenever the creditor’s hands are effectually tied up, so that he 
cannot break an engagement to give time to the principal debtor 
without being made liable for a breach of it, the surety is dis- 
charged, it being enough that there is a binding agreement upon a 
sufficient consideration to suspend the remedy. But this statement 
went too far, and caused difficulty in Frazer v. Jordan (8 E. & B. 
303), where it was relied upon to shew that an agreement made by 
the creditor with a stranger to suspend the remedy against the 
principal debtor was effectual to discharge the security. This 
extension of the law, however, was rejected, although the case 
clearly came within the above dictum. 

So far we have considered the general principle that the position 
of the surety must not be altered without his consent, and the two 
particular cases of it, which have been specially relied upon, that 
the surety must not have his liability prolonged by giving time to 
the principal, and that he is not to lose his right to require the 
creditor to sue the principal debter so soon as the debt is due. But 
both of these particular cases, and consequently the general position 
of which they are examples, are opposed to the exception above 
referred to, that the surety is not discharged provided the creditor 
expressly reserves his rights against him. This was distinctly laid 
down by Lord Exnon, C., in Hx parte Glendinning (Buck, 517), 
and has long been settled law. In particular, it is so treated by 
Baron Parke in Kearsley v. Cole (16 M. & W., at p. 135). It is 
true that a determined effort to upset it was made by Lord Truro, 
C., in Owen v. Homan (3 Mac. & G. 378), on the ground that it was 
clearly opposed to the general principle that a surety is entitled 
not to have his position altered, but this was defeated when the 
case came before the House of Lords (4 H. L. Cas. 1009), and the 
law, as previously settled, was decisively upbeld. It is obvious, of 
course, that it is equally opposed to the two particular examples 
of the general principle to which we have referred, as, whether 
the creditor reserves his rights or not, the surety is equally injured 
by having his liability prolonged and by losing his right to require 
the creditor to sue forthwith. 

There is, indeed, another way of putting the general principle— 
namely, that the surety is entitled to be privy to every transaction 
which takes place between the creditor and the principal debtor, 
such transactions really concerning him as much as them. This 
was stated by Lord Lovannonoven, C., in Rees v. Berrington 
(supra) to be an evident equity, and it was relied on by the 
majority of the Court of Appeal in Holme v. Brunskill (3 Q. B. D. 
495), but as the House of Lords have sanctioned the power of the 
creditor to reserve his rights against the surety behind the back of 
the latter, it is, to say the least of it, not of general validity. 

We shall consider next week the ground upon which these two 
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principles can be reconciled, and the explanation of the qualifica- 
tion of the rule recently acted on by Mr. Justice Norra. 


HOW TO PREPARE A DEBTOR’S STATEMENT OF 
AFFAIRS IN BANKRUPTCY. 
Front SHEET AND DEFICIENCY (Concluded). 


AFTER having filled up the various sheets of liabilities and assets A. 
to J., or such of them as the case requires, the next step is to transfer 
the totals to the front or balancing-sbeet. First enter the full name 
of the estate, the official number, and the date of the receiving order 
in the blank spaces left on the form for this purpose at the top of the 
tabular statement. 

The front sheet, usually called the summary, has three principal 
money columns running from top to bottom (two for liabilities and 
one for assets), and sundry inner or subordinate money columns. 
Begin with liabilities and enter the total of list A. in both the lia- 
bility columns (headed respectively ‘‘ gross liabilities” and “ ex- 
ary to rank”) opposite the item “unsecured creditors” as per 
ist A. 

The total of the ‘‘ amount of debt” column from list B. is then 
entered in ‘ gross” and inner column opposite creditors fully 
secured, and the total estimated value of the securities entered under 
the amount of debt in the inner column. Deduct the debts from the 
securities—(i.e., the upper from the lower figures in the inner 
columns), and the surplus (which of course must agree with that 
shewn on list B.) is set down, and, if a free asset, carried into the 
asset column opposite the item there shewn near the bottom. If 
there is no surplus, mark this item nil or dot it through. 

List C. is treated in the same manner, but here the debts are 
— more than the securities held, consequently there is a deficit, 
which is carried into the ‘‘ expected to rank” column. 

Lists D., F., and E. are treated on the same principle, the full 
amount of the liabilities on each being entered, both in the gross 
column and in the inner space, and only the amount which it is ex- 
pected will rank for dividend being carried into the liability column 
so headed. 

List E. can now be completed, as from the assets sheets it can 
now be determined what amounts are payable in full and what 
should rank for dividend. This having been done, the totals of the 
various columns on list E. will agree with the total claims, amount 
deducted, and to rank, to be entered on front sheet. The two 
liability columns may now be added up, thus completing this side of 
the account. 

The firstitems on the assets side of the account ‘‘cash in hand 
and at bankers” are entered directly into this balance-sheet. They 
do not appear in any other list. 

The totals from lists G., H., and J. are next inserted in the spaces 
provided for them in the inner and outer columns, both of which 
should then be added up and the totals inserted. The addition of 
the outer column headed “estimated to produce” gives the gross 
available assets. From this has to be deducted such of the prefer- 
ence items (list E.) as are payable in full and have already been 
deducted from the total amount of preference claims as shewn on the 
liabilities side of the account. This having been done, the amount 
remaining is the net assets available for dividend. The difference 
between the amount of the net assets and the total expected to rank 
for dividend will then shew the deficiency and balance these two 
columns, thus completing the front sheet. 

When (as sometimes happens) the gross assets are less than the 
amount of the claims payable in full, the total assets are deducted 
from the preference claims on the summary sheet inner column, the 
total ranking liability being carried over as a deficiency to balance the 
assets column. 

, In solicitors’ cases (as distinguished from accountants) the debtor 
is frequently ‘‘of no occupation”—i.e., not a trader, or a small 
trader with very defective books of account. The deficiency account 
is, therefore, largely a matter of estimate, more or less approximately 
correct. When this is so a note should be added, making any 
“ate which the case seems to require. 

aving carried into list K. the amount of “the deficiency as 
per statement of affairs’”’—that is, the balance shewn on the front 
sheet, which amounts to £538 7s. in the case of John Bull— 
the first thing to determine is, at what date the deficiency account 
should begin. A side-note on the form suggests “twelve months 
before date of receiving order,” and further states that the 
debtor’s position at that date ‘“‘should be shewn by a balance- 
sheet or capital account.’ This instruction should be obeyed if 
possible. If one year is not enough, go back two or three, and find 
a date at which the debtor had some more or less correct idea of his 
financial position as a starting-point. From this date the account can 
then begin, either with an ascertained or estimated surplus, deficit 
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or simple solvency, shewing neither surplus nor deficit. Where pro- 
per trading and profit and loss accounts have not been kept, as ig 
often the case with small traders, some estimate of the results of 
trading should be made, if possible, from the ascertained or average 
weekly or monthly sales and expenses during the period covere1 by 
the deficiency account. The results of this account will be useful for 
checking any balance of profit or loss which may be brought in to 
explain the deficiency. Before, however, bringing into the deficiency 
account any estimated sums, enter all the ascertained figures as shewn 
by the various lists of the statement of affairs, such as the items 
marked ‘‘a’’ on the accompanying deficiency account. Then enter 
the losses and expenses (items marked ‘‘}”’) as ascertained from the 
debtors’ statements or books of account. These, of course, are of 
various kinds. With small traders an accident to van and death of 
horse is not an unusual item, while occasionally there is a loss by 
fire or burglary to be recorded. In dealing with these items onl 
losses and expenses incurred during the period covered by the defici- 
ency account must be included. Bad debts written off in a former 
balance-sheet are excluded, although they may be shewn in list H, 
In like manner the depreciation of stock and effects, &c., is the 
difference between the value of the same as brought into the account 
at the date when the deficiency account commences, and the value 
now estimated to be produced as shewn in the assets. 

If the debtor has kept a reliable ‘‘ drawings account,” shewing the 
amount he drew from his business for household and personal 
expenses, or any other purposes, this item can be easily filled in, and 
reference should be made to the ledger page where details can be 
found. In most cases, however, this item has to be estimated. When 
making this estimate business expenses must not be included, as is 
sometimes done. The cost of board and lodging for shop assistants 
resident in the house is a business charge, being a part of wages, and 
should appear in the profit and loss account. Where residential and 
business premises are together in one tenancy, it is usual to make all 
the rent a business charge. 

There only now remains the results of trading to be considered, 
Here. many traders are greatly at fault. With imperfectly-kept 
books and Timnited intelligence, they often do not know whether a 
profit or a loss has been made, or, if a profit, how much it amounted 
to. Ifa trading account has been kept by the debtor, or made out 
for the purposes of the statement of affairs, the figures thus arrived 
at should be carried into the deficiency account, which (assuming the 
general accuracy of the various items) should then balance, or nearly 
so, making the totals of both money columns agree in amount, 
In most cases, however, some adjustment is necessary before an exact 
balance is obtained. This is done by increasing or decreasing any 
item in the account, formerly estimated, as a reconsideration of the 
matter seems to require. In the absence of accurately-kept books of 
account, all the estimated items (+) may be subject to modification. 
The same may also be said, in lesser degree, of the items bad debts, 
depreciation of stock and effects, and the profit or loss on trading, 
regard always being paid to the special limitations, already referred 
to, as to time and amount which affect these items. Betting losses, 
for instance, is a very elastic item, and one which the debtor — 
has difficulty in putting into figures. In modifying any estima 
items to make the deficiency account balance, care should be taken, 
however, to preserve a true sense of proportion, so that the account 
should be substantially and generally correct. No item should be 
decreased or increased below or above what the debtor admits to be 
a reasonable or likely sum for such item. It should always be 
remembered that the debtor is responsible for the correctness of the 
statement, which he must verify by oath or declaration, and upon 
which he will subsequently be questioned. , 

In cases where the profit or loss on trading is the largest uncertain 
item, it is usually made the chief balancing item, the figures being 
put at any sum that may be required to close the account. In the 
deficiency account now given the total of the expenses and losses as 
ascertained or estimated exceeds the amount of the capital (£100) at 
the date from which the account begins, plus the deficiency at the 
date of the receiving order, when the account ends, by a sum of 
£73 18s. 3d., which is brought in as an estimated profit to balance 
the account. Had the expenses and losses been less than the capital 
and deficit, the inference would be that there had been a loss on 
trading. The account would then be closed by shewing a loss ofthe 
amount required to balance the two money columns. Of course, such 
estimates must not be used recklessly. They must agree with the 
general view of the debtor’s affairs as disclosed by his books of 
account, whether as to profit or loss on trading, and are merely & 
supplement of details to secure a balance of comparatively small 
amounts. When the margin of difference is greater than any 
elasticity of the estimates warrants, it is better to acknowledge 
defeat and enter a sum as “‘ balance unaccounted for,” with any sup- 
posed explanation of which the case admits. 

In non.trading cases a deficiency statement is accepted instead of an 
account. This statement should explain the cause of insolvency; 
shew generally how the various debts and liabilities had been in- 
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curred; and set out any losses that had been made, giving amounts 
in each case as far as possible. This statement should mention the 
amount of the debtor’s income, and from what sources derived, and 
be, briefly, of an autobiographical character for the period to which 


his indebtedness relates, 



































LIST * K,”* 
Dericrency Account. 
~ ae a £ 8d £8.d 
Surplus, being excess of assets over liabilities on 
the 3lst day of December, 1887 (about) ... _ 100 00 
Net profit arising from carrying on business from 
the 3lst day of December, 1887, to date of Re- 
ceiving Order, after deducting usual trade ex- 
penses estimated to balance this account... as 73 18 3 
Deficiency as per Statement of Affairs 538 70 
Total £712 5 3 
Accounted for as follows, viz. :— — 
Net loss arising from carrying on business from the 
day of 188 , to date of Receiving Order, 
after deducting from profits the usual trade ex- 
ne ee ee ee Nil 
Bad debts as per Schedule ‘‘ H”’ .. | 141 4 lla 
Expenses incurred since the 31st day of December, 
1887, other than usual trade expenses, viz. : house- 
hold expenses of self, wife, and two children ... | 180 0 09) 
Other Losses and expenses 
Interest and costs paid (about)... hale -- 10 0 0b 
Betting losses (about) ae is . | 20 0 OB} 
Lisbilities for which no consideration received— | 
Costs and damages Jones v. Bull... £107 14 0 
», Dunlop’s judgment... ive 2164 
110 10 4a, 
Interest added to Debtse— 
Glover’s loan ‘i £20 00 
Ferguson’s loan 50 10 0 
Greenfield’s loan ... 10 00 
8010 0a 
Tilness—Dr. Porter’s claim ad ane en: 5 0 0a 
Liability under lease for repairs... ren -- 50 0 Oa 
Depreciation in value of Stock and Effects or other 
property as estimated for realization ... | 110 0 0.) 
Ditto on Concrete Mansion shares 5 0 Oa! 
Total ... .. £712 5 3 | 
Signature, Joun Butt. 
REVIEWS. 


DESIGNS AND TRADE-MARKS, 


DESIGNS AND TRADE-Marks, By J. C. GranAM, Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

We regret that we are not able to say much in favour of this book. 
The subjects with which it deals are of ever-increasing importance, 
particularly that of trade-marks, and it may be advantageous to have 
them concisely dealt with, but the writer seems to us to have 
treated them very inadequately. The cases which have been decided 
with respect to registered designs are not so numerous as to justify 
the omission of such decisions as Lazarus v. Charles (L. R. 16 Eq. 
117), Heywood v. Potter (1 E. & B. 439), Windover v. Smith (32 Beav. 
200), Re Guiterman (55 L. J. Ch. 309), and Walker v. Hecla Co. (5 
Patent Reports, 71, 365), Turning to trade-marks, it would perhaps 
be too much to say that the cases omitted are as numerous as those 
inserted, but it can hardly be contended that sufficient guidance is 
9. when no mention is to be found of Farina v. Silverlock (6 De G. 

. & G, 214), Bury v. Bedford (4 De G. J. & 8. 352), Cope v. Evans 
(L. R. 18 Eq. 138), Condy v. Mitchell (37 L. T. N. 8. 766), Dent v. 
Turpin (2 J. & H. 139), Fullwood v. Fullwood (9 Ch. D. 176), 
which we only specify as being a few out of the many cases which we 
miss. Re Brandreth (9 Ch. D. 619), as to the costs in the Registry 
Office, is not cited under either section 62 or section 90, though it is 
mentioned at a later page, and the decision on the same point of 
the Court of Appeal in the Australian Wine Importers’ case, decided 
on the 6th of March last, and fully reported in the Patent Office Re- 
on the 12th of June, is not mentioned at all on this subject. 

e author does not seem to have apprehended the effect of section 
77, as he says that ‘‘the use of the word ‘other’ in the sentence, 
‘in the case of any other trade-mark in use before 13th August, 1875,’ } 
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seems unnecessary.” It seems plain that if the word had been 
omitted the sense would have been entirely different. As the section 
stands, all marks capable of being registered under the Act, whether 
used before August, 1875, or not, must be registered, and an alterna- 
tive is only allowed in the case of marks used before August, 1875, 
and incapable of registration under the Act. If the word “other” 
were left cut, the alternative would be allowed to any mark used 
before August, 1875, whether capable of registration ander the Act 
or not. Moreover, the author does not draw attention to what appears 
to be the case—viz., that there may be trade-marks for which neither 
registration nor refusal to register is required. (Goodfellow v. Prince 
(35 Ch. D. 9), which is an authority on this section, is not 
cited. Again, turning to the important section dealing with inter- 
national and colonial arrangements (section 103), the er is referred 
to another work for the International Convention on which the section 
was based, and the only authority on the section, Re Californian Fig 
Syrup Co. (40 Ch, D, 620), is simply mentioned by name at the foot 
of the page, without — of the points discussed. This is 
surely unsatisfactory. section 81, which regulates the whole pro- 
ceedings relating to the Sheffield Register, the only mention of Re 
Lambert (5 Patent Reports, 542, 6 ). 344), of which a full note on the 
appeal is to be found in the Weekly Notes as far back as March 30, is 
that in that case ‘‘an old corporate mark was put on the register by 
the Cutlers’ Company, which resulted in legal proceedings in which 
sub-sections 2 and 12 of this section were considered.” Such a note 
as this gives little assistance to readers. 





-_ 














CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


GILBERT v. BOOSEY & CO.—Denman, J., 18th and 20th September. 


Coryriaut — Ricut or ReEprREsBNTATION — OrErA Bourrr — ALTERED 
Eprt1on— Insunction—3 Witt. 4, c. 15, s, 1. 


In this case the question arose as to the right of the assignee of the 
copyright in, and the right of representation of, an opera, to perform, or 
license other persons to perform, the piece with any omissions, alterations, 
or additions, while yet using the author’s name. This was a motion on 
behalf of W. S. Gilbert, the author of ‘‘The Brigands,”’ an adaptation 
from the French ‘‘ Les Brigands,’’ by Meilhac and Halevy, the music by 
Offenbach, to restrain the defendants, Boosey & Co., publishers, from 
using, or permitting to be used, the plaintiff’s name in connection with 
the representation at the Avenue Theatre, London, or at any place of 
cntertainment in the United Kingdom, of any version of the libretto of a 
certain opera called ‘‘The Brigands’’ other than the version of which 
the plaintiff is the author, and from using, or permitting to be used, the 
laintiff’s name in connection with any published version of the said 
ibretto other than the version of which the plaintiff is the author. The 
plaintiff translated and adapted the piece for the defendants in 1870, and 
assigned his rights in the adaptation to the defendants. The defendants 
this year wrote to the plaintiff stating that they proposed to represent the 
opera on the stage at the Avenue Theatre. A writ was then issued on 
the 31st of August last to restrain the defendants from permitting the 
opera to be acted, but the plaintiff was advised that the assignment of 
his rights to the defendants in 1870 passed not only the copyright, but 
the right of stage representation. The plaintiff alleged that on the 10th 
of September a book came into his hands purporting to be an exact 
tion of ‘“‘The Brigands’’ written by him. 


reproduction of the adapta 
This book was published on the 9th of September. The plaintiff alleged 
e was omitted, and one solo. 


that in this book the whole of the dial 
The writ was then amended, and on the 11th of September the plaintiff 
obtained ex parte from Pollock, B., an interim injunction over the 18th of 
September to restrain the use of his name in connection with the altered 

iece, The opera was produced on the 16th of September at the Avenue 
Theatre, in the form in which the plaintiff adapted it, but it was intended 
to introduce two —_e not composed by the plaintiff, and the motion 
came on again on the 18th of September, asking that the inéerim injunc- 
tion might be continued until the trial or further order. Section 1 of Sir 
Bulwer Lytton’s Act (3 Will. 4, c. 15) provides: ‘‘That from and after 
the passing of this Act the author of any tragedy, comedy, play, opera, 
farce, or any other dramatic piece or entertaimment composed, and not 
rinted and published by the author thereof or his assignee, or which 
ereafter shall be composed, and not printed or published by the author 
thereof or his assignee, or the assignee of such author, shall have as his 
own property the sole liberty of representing, or causing to be repre- 
sented, at any place or places of dramatic entertainment whatsoever, in 
any part of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in the 
Isles of Man, Jersey, and Guernsey, or in any part of the British 
dominions, any such production as aforesaid, not printed and published 
by the author thereof or his assi, , and shall be deemed and taken to 
be the proprietor thereof; and the author of any such production, 
printed and published within ten years before the passing of this Act by 
the author thereof or his assignee, or which shall hereafter be so printed 
and published, or the assignee of such author, shall, from the time of 
passing this Act, or from the time of such publication res vely, until 
the ol of twenty-eight years from the day of such first publication of the 
) same, and also if the pool ee or authors, or the survivor of the authors, sha! 
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be living at the end of that period, during the residue of his natural life, 
have as his own property the sole liberty of representing, or causing to be 
represented, the same at any such place of dramatic entertainment as 
aforesaid, and shall be deemed and taken to be the proprietor thereof: 
provided, nevertheless, that nothing in this Act contained shall prejudice, 
alter, or affect the right or authority of any person to represent, or cause 
to be represented, at any place or places of dramatic entertainment what- 
soever, any such production as aforesaid, in all cases in which the author 
thereof or his assignee shall, previously to the passing of this Act, have 
given his consent to, or authorized such representation, but that such sole 
liberty of the author or his assignee shall be subject to such right or 
authority.”’ Section 2 imposes a penalty of 403s. for each representation 
on persons performing pieces contrary to the Act. Counsel for the defend- 
ants took the preliminary objection that the plaintiff was too late to 
obtain an interlocutory injunction; the writ was issued on the 3lst of 
August, and no steps were taken till the 11th of September. Counsel for 
the plaintiff said that the book only came into their hands on the 10th of 
September, and the writ was amended and the motion made on the 11th ; 
the plaintiff, therefore, had been as expeditious as possible. The case was 
then adjourned, the interim injunction being continued over Friday, 
September 20. 


Sept. 20.—Denman, J., called on the plaintiff's counsel to establish his 
case. Counsel for the plaintiff said that the defendants must strictly 
adhere to the plaintiff's adaptation, otherwise they could not use the 
plaintiff’s name as the author of the opera. As to the right to sue the 
publishers, he referred to 3 Will. 4, c. 15, 8.1; Chappel! v. Boosey, 30 
W. R. 733, 21 Oh. D. 232. If the production had been an article of com- 
merce, such as a sauce, there would be no question about it, and he con- 
tended that the author of a literary work was entitled to the same protec- 
tion. The defendants might produce whatever they liked so long as they 
did not attach the plaintiff’s name to the piece. It was immaterial that 
only two songs were proposed to be added; if two were allowed, any 
number might be introduced, perhaps of an inferior quality, and the 
plaintiff's reputation might be seriously injured. Counsel for the 
defendants said that they had employed the plaintiff to make the 
adaptation, and had all the rights in the adaptation, and were 
entitled to introduce the songs. Copinger on Copyright, 2nd ed., p. 
126: “It is a well-known rule that if a person be employed to 
produce anything for another, whether by writing or not, it is to be 
inferred (in the absence of any circumstances shewing the contrary) that 
the writing or thing produced by the person so employed is produced upon 
the terms that it shall be the property of the employer’ The plaintiff 
must prove strictly, first, that the defendants had represented that a work 
not written by the plaintiff was written by him. Now the book com- 
plained of was only a handbook of songs, which no intelligent person 
could mistake for the complete edition. Then they must prove that the 
alteration or addition was material and substantial, whereas there was only 
an omission of one solo and the addition of two songs. He submitted 
that the plaintiff had not shewn that he had suffered any injury, and was 
not entitled to have the interim injunction continued. Counsel in reply 
referred to Shepherd v. Conquest (17 C. B. 427), Baton v. Lake (36 W. R. 
277, 20 Q. B. D. 378) and Planch? v. Braham (4 Bing. N. C. 17). 

Denman, J., said he was glad that he had taken time to hear the case 
argued out, and he was much indebted to the able arguments of counsel 
on both sides. He had now come to the conclusion that it was not a case 
in which he ought to continue the interim injunction. It was far too 
doubtful a matter so far as he could see, and he himself had considerable 
doubts as to whether the position of Mr. Gilbert was such that he had a 
right to complain of what iad been done. His lordship assumed, so far as 
Mr. Gilbert’s rights were concerned, that his rights were not in the least 
degree less than what he claimed by reason of the form in which those 
rights were assigned. The case was covered on that point by Shepherd v. 
Conquest, But before Mr. Gilbert could claim an interlocutory injunction 
he had to get over many difficulties, many of which, in his lordship’s 
opinion, had not been overcome by the argument of counsel for the plaintiff. 
In the course of his argument counsel for the plainiiff mentioned certain 
points in his favour, but on the substance of the matter, in his lordship’s 
opinion, it was not a case for an interlocutory injunction. He was not 
satisfied that Mr. Gilbert’s rights were not put too high. It was 
a@ question whether the bargain with Messrs. Boosey giving them 
the right of performing the adaptation of a French piece, and 
putting that adaptation under their power and control, bound 
them so tightly that they could only license theatrical managers 
to perform the adaptation in full, and the plaintiff could prevent 
them from allowing anyone to perform the adaptation if it was in the 
slightest degree varied. The defendants had authoriz:d the present play 
which was now being performed at the Avenue Theatre. What was com- 
plained of was this: Messrs. Boosey authorized the performance of an 
adaptation in this sense ; they allowed the theatrical manager to act and 
perform the whole of the adaptation of Mr. Gilbert with one exception, 
the omission of a solo, and with this alteration they allowed the perform- 
ance to go on, also with the addition of two songs not composed by Mr. 
Gilbert. That being so, the persons authorized to perform the piece were 
allowed to circulate among the audience a grey book, and advertisements 
in the form of programmes, in which it was stated that what was going 
on was the adaptation written by Mr. Gilbert. The gravamen of the 
charge was that, the opera not being the whole work composed by Mr. 
Gilbert, it was said that the opera performed was the adaptation written 
by Mr. Gilbert. It was a strong measure to hold that it was the daty of 
performers and persons having the rights of Messrs. Boosey (whenever 
there was a performance of an opera bouffe or operetta), and that they 
were absolutely bound, to perform the piece without even the insertion of a 
song or two, and that if there was any such variation they lost the right 
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to use the name of the person whose rights they had acquired. He could not 
see that the advertisements that the adaptation was written by Mr. Gilbert 
prevented the defendants from interpolating a song or two for the Purpose 
of improving the effect of the play. He was not certain that any author 
had any right to that extent. He did not say, as a matter of sentiment 
that it was not a thing that an author might require to be done—namely. 
when an author assigned the copyright and right of representation of ¢ 
piece, that the person to whom the rights were assigned should be bound 
hand and foot not to license any theatrical manager to alter the piece in 
any way. It would no doubt be gratifying to authors to make such a 
stipulation, but perhaps, in fact, bad for authors themselves ; they might 
not make so much of their labour and talent as if theatrical managers 
were not bound down so tightly. On the whole, he considered that it 
was not a case for an interlocutory injunction unless the thing complained 
of had been done in bad faith, or was of sucha kind as to injure the 
reputation of the plaintiff. If the songs had been scandalous or indecent 
there would have been a strong ground for interference, but there was 
nothing of the kind here, only advertisements attributing to Mr. Gilbert 
what was not written by him, but only to a very small extent. It was 
stated on the first page of the grey book that it was the adaptation written 
by Mr. Gilbert. Was that false? No, it was true. So far as it went 
there was only the omission of one song. Then the advertisements onl 
stated, ‘‘The Brigands, three acts, opera music Offenbach, the Englis 
adaptation written by Mr. W. S. Gilbert from the French by Meilhac and 
Halevy.’’? The songs were only brought in as an advantage to some com- 
poser, or as suiting the voice of some performer. He considered it too 
strong a measure on an interlocutory application to hamper the perform. 
ance of the piece where no substantial injury had been done, and no 
substantial injury was likely to be done, to Mr. Gilbert. It was too strong 
@ measure to continue the interim injunction, and there would be no order 
on the motion, except that the costs be costs in the action.—Counser, 
Eve; E. Cutler, Q C., and J. Broke Freeman. Soutcrrors, Bolton § Mote ; 
Boultun, Sons, § Sandeman. 


MENIER +. WELDON—Denman, J., 20th September. 


Practick —MoTIon EX PARTE—INJUNCTION—-SERVICE OF Notice or Morton 
BY Reaisterep Lerrer. 


In this case the question arose as to whether the plaintiff should be 
ermitted to serve the defendant with notice of motion by registered 
etter, the plaintiff alleging that the defendant had barricaded her house, 
and regular service was not possible. This was a motion ex parte by 
counsel on behalf of Madame Menier to restrain the defendant, Mrs. 
Weldon, from retaining possession of a house, No. 58, Gower-street, and 
interfering with furniture and valuables in the house. It was alleged that 
the lease of the house was taken in the joint names of the plaintiff and 
defendant. 

Denman, J., said he would not grant an injunction ex parte. He gave 
leave to serve notice of motion for Wednesday, September 25. [Counsel 
for the plaintiff asked for leave to serve notice of motion on the defendant 
by registered letter. She had barricaded the house, so that he could not 
serve her in the ordinary way.] He refused to allow service by registered 
letter, but gave leave to serve notice of motion in the regular way.— 
CounseL, Minton Senhouse. Soxicrror, Edward Clarke. 


Re LEGGETT, TOMLINS v. LEGGETT—Denman, J., 25th September. 


Practick —Pronate Division — Letters oF ADMINISTRATION — VACATION 
Covurt—JvRISDICTION. 


In this case the question arose as to whether it was proper to apply to 
the Vacation Court to decree letters of administration. This was a motion 
asking the court to decree letters of administration. 

Denman, J., doubted whether this court was the proper place to make 
the application, and directed the applicant to apply to the registrar of the 
Probate Division sitting at Somerset House.—CounseEL, Groser, So ictrors, 
Lumley § Lumley. 


FROST v. BOOTH—Denman, J., 25th September. 
ATTACHMENT—VACATION BusinEss—URGENCY. 


In this case the question arose as to whether a writ of attachment 
should issue against the defendant, or whether the motion should be 
referred to the judge before whom the action was tried. This was a 
motion for leave to issue a writ of attachment against the defendant, 
William Booth, for disobedience to an order made on the 4th of July last, 
whereby the defendant was ordered to pay into court money received by 
him as executor. Counsel for the defendant said that there was no 
urgency, as the action was commenced in 1887. If the defendant was sent 
to prison there would be no chance of the money being paid. The matter 
should stand over to the October sittings to be dealt with by the judge by 
whom the action was tried, who knew all the facts. Counsel for the 
plaintiff said that he had proved the breach, and service of the notice of 
motion and the affidavit ; he submitted that he was entitled to an order. 

Denman, J., said there was no immediate urgency, and directed the 
motion to stand over to the second motion day of next sittings. —CovunszgL, 
Spence ; Charles Macnaghten. Souicrrors, Hudson, Matthews, § Co., for 
a. Ashbourne; Roweliffes, Rawle, § Co., for Holland § Rigby, Ash- 

ourne. 


ALEXANDER v. SIMPSON—Denman, J., 25th September. 


Company—Partizs—Ricut to vse Name or Company—R, S. 0., XVI, 1. 


In this case the question arose as to the proper parties in an action 
brought by a shareholder against the directors of acompany. This was 4a 
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motion on behalf of L. O. Alexander, a shareholder, and the Lisbon Berlyn 
Gold Fields (Limited), to restrain the directors of the company from 
ing into effect certain resolutions to wind up the company and 


transfer the assets and undertaking to the Lisbon —_ Co. (Limited). 
Rule 1 of order 16 of the R.S. C., 1883, provides: ‘‘ ae — be 
e; to 


joined as plaintiffs in whom the right to any relief claim 
exist, whether jointly, or in the alternative. And judgment may be given 
for such one or more of the plaintiffs as may be found to be entitled to 
relief, for such relief as he or they may be entitled to, without any amend- 
ment. But the defendant, though unsuccessful, shall be entitled to his 
costa occasioned by so joining any person who shall not be found entitled 
to relief, unless the court or a judge, in disposing of the costs, shall other- 
wise direct.’ Counsel for the defendants raised the preliminary objec- 
tions (1) that the plaintiff Alexander had no right to use the name of the 
old company as co-plaintiff ; (2) that the new company should have been 
made a defendent. Counsel for the plaintiff referred to Duckett v. Gover 
(6 Ch. D. 82), Pender v. Lushington (6 Ch. D. 70), and Mason v. Harris (11 
Ch. D. 97). 

DenMAN, J., said the point was too important to decide then ; he ordered 
the case to stand over to the October sittings, without prejudice to the 
rights of the parties.—Counsri, Marten, Q.C., and Winslow ; Seward 
Brice,Q C., and Prior. Sortcrrors, Snell, Son, § Greenip ; Powell § Burt. 


WELDON v. MOIGNARD-—Denman, J., 25th September. 
Lingt—Coroner’s Cournt—Hicu Court—InsuncTION—JURISDICTION. 


In this case the question arose as to the power of the court to grant an 
injunction restraining the publication in a newspaper of comments on a 
case pending an inquest on the body of a person deceased. This was a 
motion ez parte on behalf of the widow of Ernest Weldon to restrain the 
printers and publishers of the New York Herald from publishing a libel 
on the plaintiff. Counsel for the plaintiff said that there was an account 
in the New York Herald of the inquest being held on the body of Ernest 
Weldon ; of that the plaintiff did not complain, but “Ty ~ the inquest 
was not concluded, but had been adjourned to the 30th of October, there 

peared in the New York Herald comments calculated to frustrate the 
cininisteation of justice. The plaintiff, under the circumstances, was 
entitled to an in¢erim injunction. [He referred to Blake Odgers on Libel, 
p. 338. } 

Denman, J., said that there was no cause pending in that court, only in 
the coroner’s court. The alleged libel did not affect any proceedings in 
that court, Though he sympathized with the plaintiff, and considered 
the comments most improper, he was of opinion that he had no jurisdic- 
tion, and refused the motion, He also refused to give leave to serve 
notice of motion with the writ, as the plaintiff had shewn no primd facie 
legal ground of action.—Counsgx, Eustace Smith. Soxicrror, Gorton. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
STUDENTS’ STATUTES. 
Assizes Retrer Acr (52 & 53 Vicr. o 12). 

Section 1.—When justices commit for trial a person charged with an 
indictable offence triable at quarter sessions, they shall commit to the next 
practicable quarter sessions, and an intervening court of oyer and terminer 
or general gaol delivery shall not be required to deliver such person. 

Section 3.—If he is not tried at such quarter sessions, then the next 
court of oyer and terminer, &c., having jurisdiction in such — or 
place shall, unless there are special reasons (such as removal of indict- 
ment into another court, impossibility of producing witnesses), either try 
i or discharge him, and if there are special reasons may admit him to 


Inpgecent ApvertisEMEents Act (52 & 53 Vicr. c. 18). 


Section 3.—Summary proceedings can be taken for affixing or inscrib- 
ing on houses, buildings, &c., &c., so as to be visible in public any picture 
or printed or written matter which is of an indecent or obscene matter— 
penalty not exceeding forty shillings or one month’s imprisonment. 

Section 4.—Those who send others to do the same—penalty £5 or im- 
prisonment not exceeding three months. 

Section 6.—Constable can arrest without a warrant any person whom he 
finds committing these offences. 


Wetcuts anp Measurgs Act (51 & 52 Vicr, c. 21). 


Sections 1, 4.—Every person using, after lst January, 1891, any weigh- 
ing machine not duly stam liable to a £2 fine, second offence, £5 ; for 
asecond offence under this or the 1878 Act, committed with intent to 
defraud, two months’ imprisonment may be incurred. 

Section 20.—All coal to be sold by weight, except when dispensed with 
in certain cases by purchaser’s written consent; otherwise vendor liable 
to a fine not exceeding £5. 

Section 32.—Bakers or sellers of bread and their employees not to be 
liable to any forfeiture or penalty for not weighing in the presence of the 
purchaser any bread carried out in any cart, unless requested so to do by 
or on behalf of the purchaser. 


Boarp or Acricutture Act (52 & 53 Vicr. c. 30). 
Section 1 establishes a Board of Agriculture, to which is transferred, 
among other powers, those of the Land Commissioners. 
Section 3.—The Board may make regulations as to the muzsling of dogs 


and regarding the seizure, detention, &c., of stray dogs and of dogs not 
being kept under control. 
Section 6.—The Board of Agriculture may sue and be sued by that name. 


Trust Investment Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vicr. c. 32). 


Section 3.—Trustees, unless expressly forbidden by trust instrument, are 
authorized to invest trust funds in :— 

(a) Parliamentary stocks, &c., of the United Kingdom. 

(4) Real or heritable securities in Great Britain or Ireland. 

(c) Bank of England or Ireland Stock. 

(4) Indian Three-and-a-half and Three per cent. Stock. 

(e) Securities the interest of which is = by Parliament. 

(f) Consolidated Board of Works, or London County Council Stock. 

(g) Debenture, a guaranteed or preference stock of 
any railway company in Great Britain which during each of the 
last ten years has paid a dividend of at least three per cent. on ita 
ordinary stock. 

(h) Stock of any railway or canal company leased for a term of not 
less than 200 ey to a (7) railway company. 

(i) Debenture stock of any Indian railway company tho interest of 
pep paid or guaranteed by the Secretary of State in Council 
of India. 

(j) and (%) Certain other Indian railway stocks. 

(/) Debenture and Yanan yey stock of water companies incorporated 
by Act of Parliament or Royal Charter, having for ten years paid 
dividends on their ordinary stock of five per cent. 

(m) Nominal or inscribed stock of corporations with a population of 
over 50,000 or of any county council. 

(n) Nominal or inscribed stock issued by commissioners incorporated 
by statute for the purpose of supplying water having a compulsory 
power of levying rates over an area with 50,000 population. 

(o) Securities authorized for cash in court. 

Section 4.—Subject to certain limitations in the case of the securities 
mentioned in (9), (i), (4), (2), (m), trustees can invest in the fore; 
although they may be redeemable and the price exceeds the redemption 
value. 

Section 5.—Trustee’s discretion to be subject to any consent required 
by the trust instrument. 

Section 6.—The Act is made retrospective. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888, 


The following order has been issued by the Local Government Board :-—~ 

Whereas by sub-sections (1), (2), and (3) of section 57 of the Local 
Government Act, 1858, it is enacted as follows :— 

‘*57.—1. Whenever a county council is satisfied that a primd facie case 
is made out as respects any county district not a borough, or as respects 
any parish, for a proposal for all or any of the following things, that is 
to 


say : 

**(a) the alteration or definition of the bo’ thereof ; 

‘*(d) the division thereof or the union thereof with any other such dis- 
ane se cei parish or parishes, or the transfer of part of a parish to 
another ; 

‘*(c) the conversion of any such district or part thereof, if it is a rural 
district, into an urban district, and if it is an urban district, into a 
rural district, or the transfer of the whole or any part of any such district 
from one district to another, and the formation of new urban or rural 


districts ; 

‘¢ (d) the division of an urban district into wards ; and 

‘ (e) the alteration of the number of wards, or of the boundaries of 
any ward, or of the number of members of any district council, or of the 
apportionment of such members among the wards, 

**the county council may cause such 4! to be made in the locality 
and such notice to be given, both in ocality, and to the Local 
Government Board, Education Department, or other Government depart- 
ment as may be prescribed, and such other inquiry and notices, if any, 
as they think fit, and if satisfied that such proposal is desirable, may 8 
any order for the same accordingly. 

‘*2. Notice of the provisions of the order shall be fin and copies 
thereof shall be supplied in the prescribed manner, and otherwise as the 
county council fit, and if it relates to the division of a district into 
wards, or the alteration of the number of wards or of the boundaries of a 
ward, or of the number of the members of a district council, or of the 
apportionment of the nee en the = — come into opera- 
tion upon being finally approv: county council. 

**3, In any p Neng the come cell be submitted to the Local Govern- 
ment Board; and if within three months after such notice of the pro- 
visions of the order as the Local Government Board determine to be the 
first notice, the council of any district affected by the order, or any 
number of county electors in that district or in any ward of 
that district, not being less one-sixth of the total number of electors 
in that district or ward, or if the order relates only to a parish, any num- 
ber of county electors in that parish, not being less than one- 
sixth of the total number of electors in that parish, tion the Local 
Government Board to disallow the order, the Local Government Board 
shall cause to be made a local inquiry, and determine whether the order is 
to be confirmed or not.”’ 





pana Whereas by sub-section (4) of section 87 of the said Act it is enacted 
\ that :— 
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‘* Where any matter is authorized or required by this Act to be pre- 

ecribed, and no other provision is made, declaring how the same is to be 

rescribed, the same shall be prescribed from time to time by the Local 
Govesnnnens Board.”’ 

And whereas in regard to the matters required by the said section 57 to 
be prescribed no provision other than that contained in the said section 87 
is made, declaring how such matters are to be prescribed : 

Now therefore, we, the Local Government Board, in pursuance of the 
powers given to us in that behalf, do, by this our order, and until we 
shall otherwise direct, prescribe and determine as follows, with respect to 
the inquiries to be made and the notices to be given for the purposes of 
the said section 57 of the Local Government Act, 1888, the manner of 
giving such notices, and the several other matters to be prescribed and deter- 
mined for the purposes of the said section ; that is to say— 

Article I.—1. Prior to any order being made by a county council in 
regard to a proposal for all or any of the things specified in sub-section (1) 
of section 57 of the Local Government Act, 1888, a local inquiry, at which 
all persons interested may attend and be heard, shall be held in regard to 
the proposal as the council may direct, either by a committee of the 
county council, or by some person appointed by the county council to hold 
such inquiry. 

2. If the proposal relate to one or more county districts the said inquiry 
shall be held at some convenient place in such district or in one of such 
such districts ; and if the proposal relate to a parish or parishes, the said 
inquiry shall be held either in such parish or in one of such parishes, or at 
such place in the neighbourhood as may, in the opinion of the committee 
or person by whom the inquiry is to be held, be most convenient for the 

uu? pose. 

3. Before the day when the inquiry is to be held, public notice of the 
purport of the propoeal, and of the day, time, and place fixed for the in- 
quiry in regard to it, shall be given by the county council by advertise- 
ment in two successive weeks in some local newspaper circulating in the 
locality to which the proposal relates. 

Article II.—At least 14 days before the day when the inquiry is to be 
held, a printed notice of the purport of the proposal, and of the day, time, 
and place for the inquiry shall also be published in the manner herein- 
after described, and shall be sent to the several Government departments 
and local or other authorities hereinafter specified ; that is to say— 

1. A copy of the eaid notice shall be posted as a bill or placard in such 
places in the county district, or districts or parish or parishes interested in 
——— as are ordinarily made use of for posting public or parochial 
notices. 

2. In any case where the proposal relates to the alteration of or other 
dealing with any sanitary district, a copy of the notice shall be sent by 
the county council to the sanitary authority of such district. 

3. In any case where the proposal relates to the alteration of or other 
dealing with any parish, a copy of the notice shall be sent by the county 
council to the overseers of the poor of such parish; to the guardians of 
the poor of the union in which such parish is comprised; to the School 
Board (if any) for such parish or for any part thereof; to the highway 
authority or authorities of the parish; to the Burial Board (if any) for 
such parish or for any part thereof; and to the urban sanitary authority 
(if any) in whose district such — or any part thereof is comprised. 

4. A copy of the notice shall be sent by the county council to any local 
authority which, in the opinion of the county council, is specially interested 
in the proposal. 

5. A copy of every such notice shall be sent by the county council to 
the Local Government Board ; and in any case where the proposal relates 
to all or any of the things mentioned in paragraphs (a), (4), and (c) of sub- 
section (1) of section 57 of the said Act, a copy of the notice shall be sent 
by the county council to the Public Works Loan Commissioners, the 
Director-General of the Ordnance Survey at Southampton, and to the 
Registrar-General; and in any case where the proposal relates to the 
alteration or definition of the boundary of any parish a copy of the notice 
shall be sent to the Education Department. 

Article III.—Public notice of the provisions of any order made by a 
county council under sub-section (1) of section 57 of the said Act shall 
be given by the county council by edvertisement in two successive weeks 
in rome local newspaper circulating in each district or parish affected by 
the order ; and the first of such advertisements shall be published within 
14 days after the making of the order. 

The said advertisement shall contain either a copy of the order or a 
statement of the effect of the order, and shall also contain a statement 
of the time and place or places during and at which copies of the order 
may be inspected by sny owner or ratepayer in any area affected by the 
order during a period of one month from the date of the first publication 
of such advertisement, and the order shall be open for such inspection 
during such period. 

Article 1V.—A copy of any order maae as aforesaid by a county 
council shall, at any time while copies of the order are open to inspection 
as aforesaid, and, in the case of an order which requires to be confirmed 
by the Local Government Board, at any time before the confirmation of 
the order by the Local Government Board, be supplied by the clerk to 
the council to any owner or ratepayer in any area affected by the order, 
upon payment by such owner or ratepayer of a sum not exceeding 3d. 
for each 100 words of manuscript if the copy of the order be in writing, 
— payment of a sum not exceeding 3d. for a printed copy of the 
order. 

Article V.—On or before the date of the first publication of the ad- 
vertisement in pursuance of Article III. hereof of the provisions of any 
order made as aforesaid, and, in che cage of any such order which does 
not require to be confirmed by the Local Government Board, one month 
at least before the order is finally approved by the county council under 








the said sub-section (2) of section 57 of the said Act, three copies of the 
order shall be forwarded to the Local Government Board and to each of 
the other Government departments to whom a copy of the notice of the 
inquiry relative to the proposed order was, a Article II. of this order, 
required to be sent ; a copy of the order shall also be sent to each of the 
local or other authorities to whom a copy of such notice was required to 
be sent, and a copy shall also be posted in like manner as the notice of 
the inquiry was, in pursuance of the same Article, required to be posted. 

Article VI.—The first advertisement in pursuance of Article IIT. hereof 
of the provisions of any order made by a county council under the said 
sub-section (1) of section 57 of the said Act shall be deemed to be the 
‘‘first notice’ for the purposes of sub-section (3) of that section. 

Article VIT.—The expression ‘‘ county council” in this order shall 
include a joint committee appointed under section 81 of the said Act by 
any county councils of administrative councils for the purpose of dealing 
under section 57 of the said Act with a matter in which such councils are 
jointly interested, 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Tuomas Moss Suvutrtewortu, solicitor, of Preston, Clerk of Assize 
on the Northern Circuit, died suddenly at the Ingleborough Hotel, 
Ingleton, Yorkshire, from apoplexy, on the 14th inst. Mr. Shuttleworth 
was the son of Mr. Thomas Starkie Shuttleworth, solicitor, of Preston, 
and was born in 1834. He was admitted a solicitor in 1856, and in 1877, 
on his father’s death, he was appointed clerk of assize and associate on 
the Northern Circuit, and seal keeper for the County Palatine of 
Lancaster. Mr. Shuttleworth was also district registrar at Preston under 
the Judicature Acts. He was married to the daughter of Dr. Brown, of 
Preston. He was in partnership with his son, Mr. Arthur Shuttleworth, 
who was admitted a solicitor in 1884, and is deputy-clerk of assize and 
deputy-associate on the Northern Circuit. 


Mr, Wriu1am Wrixin Lump, solicitor, of Whitehaven, died at Edin- 
burgh on the 10th inst., from inflammation of the lungs. Mr, Lumb was 
the son of Mr. William Lumb, solicitor, of Cockermouth, and was born 
in 1846. ‘He was educated at St. Bees’ Grammar School. He was articled 
to his father, and was admitted a solicitor in 1868. He was for five 
years deputy-coroner for West Cumberland, and in 1882, on his father’s 
death, he became coroner for the division. He was solicitor to the White- 
haven Town and Harbour Trust, and local agent at Whitehaven for the 
Earl of Lonsdale. He had been several times under-sheriff of Cumber- 
land. Mr. Lumb leaves a widow, one son, and three daughters. He was 
buried at Loweswater on the 16th inst. 


Mr. Epwarp Wattwyn James, solicitor, of 23, Ely-place, London, 
died at Sevenoaks on the 8th inst., in his seventy-seventh year. He was 
the second son of the late William Roberts James, solicitor, of Ely-place 
and Maidstone, and was born in London in 1813. He was educated at 
Dr. Benson’s school at Hounslow, and was admitted a solicitor in 1838. 
In 1851 he succeeded his father as clerk to the guardians of the Holborn 
Union and superintendent-registrar for the district of Holborn, also as 
vestry clerk for the Liberty of Saffron-hill. The last two offices he 
retained to the time of his death, but the clerkship to the guardians he 
resigned about the year 1869, on the enlargement of the union to its 
present size, after having carried through witn great ability and success 
the arduous work connected with that enlargement, finding that the 
duties of the office had become too onerous to be consistent with the 
claims of his private practice. He was also for very many years, and up 
to the time of his death, clerk to the commissioners of Ely-place, where 
he had carried on business for more than half a century, and his father 
before him in the same house. He retired from the active practice of his 
profession some four or five years ago. He was twice married, and has 
left seven children. He was buried at Riverhead, near Sevenoaks, on the 
12th inst. 


Mr. Wriu1aM Jones, solicitor (of the firm of Jones & Porter), of Con- 
way and Llandudno, died at Conway on the 16th inst. Mr. Jones was 
born in 1829. He was admitted a solicitor in 1864, and he had a consider- 
able business at Conway and Llandudno, where he was in partnership 
with Mr. James Porter. He was under-sheriff of Carnarvonshire, regis- 
trar of the Carnarvon and Llandudno County Courts (Circuit No, 29), and 
clerk to the county magistrates at Conway. Mr. Jones was buried at the 
Conway Cemetery on the 20th inst. The Mayor of Conway and several 
county magistrates and members of the corporation were present at the 
funeral. 


Mr. Lorrvs Torrennam Wicram, Q.C., died on the 19th inst., in his 
eighty-fifth year. Mr. Wigram was the 10th son of Sir Robert Wigram, 
Bart., and a younger brother of Vice-Chancellor Sir James Wigram. He 
was born in 1804. He was educated at Winchester and at Trinity 
College, Cambridge, where he graduated as a wrangler in 1825. He was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1828. In 1842 he 
received a silk gown from Lord Lyndhurst, aud he had for many years an 
extensive leading business in the courts of Vice-Chancellors Wigram, 
Parker, and Stuart. He was also extensively engaged in Indian appeals 
to the Privy Council, and he was for several years standing counsel to the 
East India Company. From 1850 till 1859 he was M.P. for the University 
of Cambridge in the Conservative interest, and he was a frequent speaker 
in the House of Commons on Church and university topics. He was a 
bencher of Lincoln’s-inn, of which society he was treasurer in 1865. He 
was married in 1849 to Lady Katherine Douglas, daughter of the fifth Earl 









\ssize 


orn 


| he 


Pess 


ere 








Sept, 28, 1889, 
yz 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 737 


ol 





a 





of Selkirk, but he became a widower in 1863. Mr. Wigram had becn for 
several years the oldest Queen’s Counsel. 


His Honour Judge ‘inzas Joun McIntyre, QC., died at Mirfield, 
Yorkshire, on the 19th inst. Judge McIntyre was the only son of Mr. 
ZEneas McIntyre, and was born in 1821. He was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1846, and he practised on the North 
Wales and Chester Circuit. In 1872 he received a silk gown from Lord 
Hatherley, and he was for a long time leader of his circuit, having also a 
good business in London. In 1874 he presided over the Royal Commission 
for inquiring into corrupt practices in the borough of Boston. At the 
general election of 1880 he was elected M.P. for the city of Worcester in 
the Liberal interest. He rarely addressed the House, but he steadily 
supported the foreign and Irish policy of Mr. Gladstone. At the general 
election of 1885 he contested the Northern Division of the borough of 
Hackney, but he was defeated by Sir Lewis Pelly. At the close of last 
year he was appointed judge of county courts for Circnit No. 12, which 
comprises Halifax, Huddersfield, and other towns in the West Riding of 
Yorkshire. Judge McIntyre was a bencher of the Middle Temple, and he 
was for five years a member of the Bar Committee. He had filled the 
office of Master of the Needlemakers’ Company, and he was for some time 
Grand Registrar of the Freemasons. He was married in 1854 to the 
daughter of Mr. George Corbett. His only surviving son, Mr. Angus 
George Milward McIntyre, was called to the bar at the Middle Temple 
in Hilary Term, 1873, and is a member of the Northern Circuit. Judge 
McIntyre was buried at Highgate Cemetery on the 24th inst. 


Mr. James Coates Sowzrny, colicitor, of Stokesley, died on the 16th 
inst. Mr. Sowerby was born in 1834. He was admitted a solicitor in 
1855, and he had since practised at Stokesley, where he was in partner- 
ship with Mr. Thomas Sowerby. He was a perpetual commissioner for 
the North Riding of Yorkshire, and he had a large private practice. 
He was registrar of the Stokesley and Guisborough County Courts 
(Circuit No. 26), coroner for the Liberty of Langbourgh, and clerk to 
a county magistrates at Stokesley, and to the Commissioners of Income 

ax. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Wiixtam Barner, Q C., has been appointed Judge of County Courts 
for Circuit No. 19, on the —— of Judge Woodforde. Judge Barber 
is the eldest son of Mr. Joseph Barber, of Brighouse, Yorkshire, and was 
born in 1833. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 
1862. He was for several years Professor of the Law of Real and Personal 
Property at the Inns of Court. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1882, 
and he has practiced in the court of Mr. Justice Kekewich. Judge Barber 
is a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn. 


Mr. Wi1.1AM Joun Down, solicitor (of the firm of Down & Scott), of 
Dorking, has been appointed Secretary to the Dorking Gas Co., in 
succession to his father, the late Mr. James Dundas Down. Mr. W. J. 
Down is clerk to the county magistrates at Dorking. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1884, and he is in partnership with his cousin, Mr. Thomas 
Augustus Summers Scott. 

Mr. James Gorpon Wenpen, solicitor, of Dursley, has been appointed 
Clerk to the Dursley Board of Guardians, Assessment Committee, School 
Attendance Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority, on the resignation 
of his father, Mr. George Wenden. Mr. J. G. Wenden was admitted a 
solicitor in 1880. 

Mr. Artuur Venautes Kyrxe, solicitor (of the firm of Canning & 
Kyrke), of Chard and Axminster, has been appointed a Perpetual Com- 
miesioner for Somersetshire for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by 
Married Women. 

Mr. Jocetyn Branvon, solicitor (of the firm of Brandon & Nicholson), 
of 6, Suffolk-street, Pall Mall, has been appointed a Commissioner for 
taking Affidavits and Acknowledgments of Deeds for the State of Nevada. 


Mr. Frevertcx Geoxce W11u1aM Woop, solicitor, of Brandon, has been 
— a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
udicature. 


Mr. Anpriw Ross, solicitor, of Edinburgh, has been appointed Assist- 
ant Olerk of the Court of Session in Scotland. 


Mr. James Morr, solicitor, of Glasgow, has been appointed Professor of 
Conveyancing in the University of Glasgow. 


Mr. Gzorcr E, Soromon, solicitor, of 28, Holford-square, W.C., has 
been appointed a Commissioner to take affidavits, &c., in the Stannaries 
Court of Cornwall and Devon ; a Commissioner to take acknowledgments, 
proofs of execution of all instruments and writings for registration, to 
attest affidavits relating to the transfer and registry of vessels, and to take 
affidavits, &c., in the Supreme Court or any other court of record within 
the Province of Nova Scotia ; a Commissioner to administer oaths and take 
affidavits, &c., in the Court of Queen’s Bench or any other court of law 
and equity in the Province of Manitoba; also a Commissioner of deeds to 
take acknowledgments and certify proofs of all deeds and instruments for 
record, administer oaths, and take depositions, affidavits, &c., for use in 
the State of California. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vutions. 
Grorck Wuatze and Percy Crarxe, solicitors (Whale & Clarke), 
Woolwich, and Mansion House-chambers, 11, Queen Victoria-street, 
London. Sept. 14. [ Gazette, Sept. 20. 





Jossrx Watxer and Gzorcs Bricuton Har.anp, solicitors (Walker & 


Harland), Kingston-upon-Hull. Aug. 29. [ Gazette, Sept, 24. 





GENERAL, 


It is stated that Sir Charles Russell, Q.C., has been staying during the 
last fortnight at Cadenabbia, on the Lake of Como. 


* The funeral of Judge McIntyre took place at the hgate Cemetery on 
Tuesday. There was a large attendance of friends and representatives of 
the bar and Freemasonry. Judge Paterson, of the Western Circuit, and 
Dr. Braxton Hicks were amongst those present, and delegates attended 
from the Freemasons’ lodges in South Wales, while the Grand Lodge was 
represented by Mr. Fenn. Floral tributes were sent by the Incorporated 
Law Societies of Halifax, Dewsbury, and elsewhere. 


At the Kensington Petty Sessions on Thursday, before Mr. W. 
chairman, Lord Monkswell, and other justices, the parochial authorities 
of Chelsea attended with the jury list for revision in the ordinary course, 
and to receive objections. The chairman examined the list, and observed 
that there were a large number of persons styled gentlemen on the com- 
mon jury list. He inquired whether there were any retired military and 
naval officers residing in Chelsea, for, if so, they were entitled to be styled 
esquires and to serve on special juries. One of the officials e ed 
that it was impossible to ascertain the rank of all those resident in Chelsea ; 
but Lord Monkswell thought there would be no difficulty. The chairman 
inquired the course of business adopted in other parishes, and was 
informed that it was usual to add the titles to the name of those 
gentlemen liable to serve as jurors. The chairman adjourned the 
revision of the list for a week to enable the authorities to ascertain who 
were officers and who were not. 


At the West Ham Police Court, on Wednesday, William Henry Wanstall, 
of Roebuck-terrace, Thorpe-road, Forest-gate, was summened for unlaw- 
fully, wilfully, and falsely pretending to be a solicitor on June 9 last. 
Mr. W. H. a prosecuted for the Incorporated Law Society; Mr. 
T. Willis defended. Mr. Humphreys said that the proceedings were 
instituted under section 20 of the Solicitors Act, and that on June 9 Mr. 
Aspden received the following letter:—‘‘ Dear Sir,—I beg to call your 
attention to Mrs. Heartley’s account (£9 7s. 10d ) wed pow supplied, also 
15s. 6d. for goods to your servant, for which you s nuible, is not 
paid or some arrangement made respecting payment on or before Tuesday 
next, the 11th, I shall sue you on her behalf to recover the same.—W. H. 
Wanstall.’”’ Mr. Aspden at once sent the letter to the Incorporated Law 
Society, and it was now for the magistrate to say if the defendant had or 
had not protended to be a solicitor. Mr. Willis admitted the facts that 
defendant wrote the letter and that he was not a solicitor, but he sub- 
mitted that the case did not come within the section of the Act. The 
wording of the letter was strange, but the defendant, being a baker, was 
not an adept at phraseolo Mr. Aspden was himself a solicitor, and 
one fact in the case was that the money in question had been sued for 
and recovered by Mrs. Heartley’s own solicitor. There was not a shadow 
of ground for the charge, and he humorously suggested that the absence 
of all mention of costs in the letter was fatal. Mrs. Heartley was called 
and said that the defendant was a friend of hers, and that as a friend 
she asked him to write the letter, because the debt had been owing for two 
years. She did not agree to pay him anything, and he did not havea 
thought of seeking remuneration. Mr. Aspden knew the defendant as a 
baker, and had been introduced to him at her (witness’s) house. Mr. 
Baggallay then dismissed the summons. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—FRIDAY, Sept. 20. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

LEEDS AND BRADFORD Gass Co, LiwirEp—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 
18, directed to be heard before Stirling, J, on Occ26 Emmet & Co, Bloomsbury 
8d, nts for Peel & Co, Bradford, solors for petner 

NEw DuguHaM SALT Co, LuuiTED—By an order made by Pollock, B, dated Sept 
11, it was ordered that tha company be wound up Pritchard & Co, Painters’ 
Hall, solors for petner 

PADDLE STEAMSHIP “‘ QUEEN OF TRE Bay” Co, Luwirep—The Vacation Judge 
has, by an order dated Aug 27, appointed Robert Lee, Mount Stuart sq, Oar- 
diff, to be official liquidator 

QUBEN’S AVENUE STORES AND MACHINE-MADE BreapD Factory, LiuarTep—Petn 
for winding up, presented Sept 18, directed to be heard before the Vacation 

oe dm meg Oct 2 Langham, Bartlett’s bldgs, Holborn, agent for 

Langham & Co, Hastings, solors for petners 

HE STEAMSHIP “‘ BEssIE Morris” Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or 

before Nov 9, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 

= or claims, to Grundy & Lamb, 9, Albart sq, Manchester, solors fur liqut- 
rs 


CouUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
IMITED IN CHANCERY. 
SWEENEY Brick Co, Luurrep —Petn for winding up, presented t 14, directed 
to be heard before Francis Willis Taylor, at 9, Cook st, Liverpool, on Tuesday, 
Oct 1,at11 Waddington, Burnley, solor for petners 


London Gasette.—TUESDAY, Sept. 24. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

CwMoRTHIN SLATE Co, Lrurrep—Oreditors are required, on or before Oct 30, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Ernest Crewdson, 5, Norfolk st, Manchester Addleshaw & Warburton, Man- 
chester, solors for liquidator 

CYCLONE PULV&RIZER CO, LimiTED—Creditors are required. on or before Oct 16, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Rod Mackay, 3, Lothbury Trinders & Co, Cornhill, solors 
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AFETY LAMP AND O11 Co, Liurrgp—Petn for winding up, presented | 
~ PBept 3, directed to be heard before Denman, J, on Oct 2 Graham, Chancery 
or for petners 
Dron voaes HALL MANUFACTURING Co, LimtTED—Creditors are required, on or 
before Oct 10, to send their names and addresses, and the particalars of their 
debts or claims, to Alfred Smethurst, 68, Royal Exchange, Manchester Henry 
P Jones, Manchester. solor 
MAGNBTIC IRON MOUNTAINS SMELTING Co, LiuITED—By an order made by Pol- 
znd A, Sept 11, it was ordered that the company be wound up Lumley 
Conduit st, solors for petners 
NIVERSAL BT0CK EXCHANGE Co, ge age for winding =D, presented Sept 
a1, directed to be heard before North, J, on Oct 26 Wood & Co, Raymond 
bidgs, Gray’s inn, agents for Kitsons & Co, Torquay, solors for petner 
COUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
VULCAN STEEL AND ForGcsE Co, Liu1TED—By an order made by the Deputy of the 
Chaacellor, dated Sept 17, it was ordered that the company be wound up 
Mather, Liverpool. solor for petners 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Harrow Sick AND BuRIAL Socrety, Harrow Tavern, Lettsom st, Camberwell 
Sept 21 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Sept. 6 
Daz, Joun LEE, chlane rd, Auctioneer. Oct 24. 


King, Abchurch 
azette.—TURSDAY, Sept. 1 
Moornovset, Ext, New Mill, nr Oenaairth, Woollen loth “Manufacturer. Oct 14. 
Moorhouse v Moorhouse, Chitty, J. Meller, Hol — rth 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Sept. 1 
Norra, Wri11am, Lee, Kent, Gardener. Nov 1. Nevilie v North, Chitty, J. 
Buttenshaw, Budge row, Cannon st 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day OF CLAIM. 
London Gasette.—F R1DAyY, Sept. 13 
BENNETT, BENJAMIN, Leicester, Pork Butcher. Nov 11. 


Oct 28. 


“Dale v Dale, North, J. 


cester 
Boye, GEORGE, Bideford, Devon, Draper. 
Sandom & Co, Grace- 


Hollinshead, Tunstall 
Oct 31, Tanner, 


0 
Brazit, WiLL1AM, Shepherdess walk, City rd. Oct 12. 
chure 


st 
Burrows, Mary ANN, Tunstall, Staffordshire. Oct 15. 


CHANDLER, ‘#EORGE, Moorgate st, Chartered Accountant. 
Circus place, Finsbury circus 

Oroprer, SARAH, Snow’s fields, Bermondsey. Oct 15, 
Hackney 

EpGar, HENRY FRANE, Yeovil, Somerset, Engineer. Oct 21. 


Barham, Amhurst rd, 
H,8. & 8S. Watts, 


eov: 
FowLE, Joun, Margate, Esq. 
Pau, Fi FRANCES, Denton, Kent. 


Novi. Boys, Margate 
Nov 1. A. D.&L,. J.D. Brockman, Folke- 


Oct 15. Hollinshead, 


Joel & Parsons, 


Harvry, “Ricuanp, Darlaston, Stone, Staffs, Farmer. 
Tunstall 

Ho.tmeEs, STEPHEN, sen.. Newcastle on Tyne, Gent, Nov 16. 
Newcastle upon 

LARKIN, FRANCES, Dover. 


a ANNA, Newcastle upon Tyne. 


e 
Nov 12. Lewis & Pain, Dover 
Novs, Joel & Persons, 


LonGMAte, Epwanp, Bulwell, Nottingham, Grocer. Nov 80. Truman, Not- 
ham, and Jones & Middleton, Chesterfield 
Macey, ; oo ARTHUR, Elstow, Beds, Esq. Oct2i, Leman & Co, Lincoln’s 


McGksE, DENNIS, ae, Hants, Pensioned Quartermaster, R.N. Oct 15. 
Blake & Co, Portse: 
MILLER, DANIEL, Reigate, Surrey. Oct 31. Smith & Sons, Lincoln’s iun fields 


Newcastle 


TY Moone, Epwakp, Spalding, Lincs, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
Sleaford 


| CREASSEY, Wit114M, Sheffield, Gent. Nov 1. 
| DENTON, HENRY, Southtown, Suffolk, Gent. Oct 28. 


| mout 
| Doacett, Joun Russgiu, Holkham, Norfolk, Farmer. Sept 27. 
e 

Fons. Colonel GzorGE, Warkworth, Northumberland. 


| Hooper. RICHARD BRINSLEY, Clifton, Gloucester. 
| HUBBERSTY, CHARLES JOHN, Cheadle Lunatic Asylum, Cheadle, Chester. 


Haxby & Partridge, | 


Rooker & Bazeley, Bide- 

| RENDELL, FANNY ELLEN, Taunton. Oct 12. Judson, Weymouth 

| Been, Saereut HOWARD, Derby, retired Innkeeper. 
er 


Moon, Joun, Liverpool, Gent. Oct 25. Edelston & Sons, Preston 
Dec 1. Peake & Co 


‘0 
Moore, ELIZABETH SARAH, Spalding, Lincs. Dec1. Peake & Co, Sleaford 
Paynu, THOMAS, Edgbaston, Warwick, Gent. Oct 30. Colmore, Birmingham 
Prescorr, THOMAS, Bedford, Clerk in Holy Orders. Oct 11. Hale-Hilton, Suffolk 
ouse, Cannon 8 - a 
RASHLEIGH, ——, Yeovil, Somerset. Oct 1. Newman & Qo, Yeovil and 
Clement’s in: 
SmiTH, Mary ANN, Dodderhill, Worcester. Sept 29. 8S. &S.J. Tombs, Droitwich 
THoMson, ELIZABETH DEMPSTER, Emsworth, Southampton. Oct1. Powell @ 
Rogers, Essex st, Strand an 
ct 15, 


WILTsHAW, THOMAS, Burslem, Staffs, Earthenware Manufacturer. 
Hollinshead, Tunstall 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Sept. 17. 
ALLIN. sous. Fenstanton, Hunts, Toll Collector. Nov 11. Ginn & Matthew, 


Butler & Middlebrook, 
s and Morley 


BYGRAVE, JOHN JOSEPH, Maldon, Essex, an. Oct 31. Crick & Freeman, 
Maldon, and Rose-Innes & Co, Billiter sq bldgs 
Burdekin & Co, Sheffield 


Wiltshire & Son, G+ Yar. 


am Ze 
Baxeye, Jowatess. Thackley, Yorks, Gent. Oct 18. 


Loynes & Son, 
Oct 11. Olayton & 
Baker & Thorneycroft, 
Lydall, John st, 
Oct 
Oct 10. Steel, Sunder. 

Eccles & Dempster-Smith, 
LYALL, CHARLES, Sussex gdns, Hyde pk, Esq. Sept 2%. Campbell & Qo, 
Moospe, Sanait ANS, Blackrock, nr Dundalk, Co Louth. Oct 25. Hore & Co, 


Liverpoo! 
PickiEes, THoMAsS, Leeds, Publican. 


bson, Newcastle upon Tyne 
HAYDEN, HANNAH, Bishop’s Stortford, Herts. 
Bishop’s Stortford 


Oct 24. 


Novy 1. 
Bedford row 


21. Barlow, Bury 
eeanke, Sacaes WINLow, Sunderland, Shipowner. 


Oct 21. 


n 
cs. a i Southport, Labourer. 


Novi. Dawson & Chapman, Leeds 


Oct 12. Moody & Woolley, 
Oct 12. Beard & 


Oct 16. Weddall 


uemes, JAMES, panasnste Market, Licensed Victualler. 
Sons, Basinghall s 

TovtsoN, — py PARKER, Skipwith Hall, Yorks, Esq. 
& Co, Selby 

TuckER, MARY ANN, Southsea, Licensed Victualler, Oct 21. Maskell, Gt 
James st, Bedford row 

Upton, WILLIAM, Harpurhey, nr Manchester, Gent. Nov Bullock & 


Worthington, Manchester 
WANSBROUGH, WILLIAM, Bath, Gent. Oct 30. Baker & Co, Weston-super-Mare 
Oct 16, Church, 


Warts, end Ponsonby, Southsea, Hunts, Lieut-General. 
Dec 2, 


19, 


Colchester 

WHITELEY, THomas Touison, St Bees, Cumberland, 
Snowdon & Co, Leeds 

Wareeem, a= occa Osaoop, Kensal pl, Kensal green. Nov 30, Kite, Queen 


WI1GG,  oyrehng Bedford row, Architect. Novi. Lydall, John st, Bedford row 


Hotel Keeper. 








WABNING TO INTENDING HousE PuRCHASERS & LESSEES.—Before fp pape dd or 
ra a house have the Sanitary arrangementsthoroughly examined by an ex 

from The Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, late 115, Victoria-st., = 

minster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &c.— CADVT.] 





BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Day cept 20. 
RECEIVING ORD. 
APPLETON, WILLIAM Epwarp, Gt Yarmouth, 
~ pence keeper Qt Yarmouth Pet Sept 
1 
BEDINGFIELD, 


pt 17 
R B, Bury st, 4 James’s High 
Court Pet July 15 Ord Sep t 1 
Ba gan. bs ny’ Thames a Commission Agent 
Court Pet Aug 27 oo 
pecmt gs PERCIVAL, Davenham, Cheshire, 
} eaeg Nantwich and Orewe Pet Septié Ord 


6 

BRUSHFIELD, JOSEPH, Cheltenham, China Dealer 
Cheltenham Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 

BULMER, JOHN, West ee, Contractor Sun- 
derland Pet Sept14 Ord Se 

Burt, HENRY WILLIAM, ©: jae, Oxon, Farmer 

PetSeptié Ord Sept 16 

CALVERT, WILLIAM Rosson, Old Trafford, nr Man- 
chester, ane Clerk Salford Pet Sept 
18 Ord Sept 1 

Cuntims & Wieiny, Ha ne st, West Smithfield, Pro- 
= Merchant h Court Pet Sept 9 Ord 


a he Jouan Woops, Cotton, Suffolk, Farm 
pe Bury St Edmunds Pet Sept 16 Ord 
e 


¥rixsow, Sarg, Cotton, Suffolk el Bury 8t 
Edmunds Pet Sept 16 x 

FInnIs, STEPHEN ALLEN, 8 
Canterbury PetSept17 Ord Sept 17 

Game, ng BENJAMIN, late of ~~~ Stons- 

mags PetSeptis Ord Sept 1s 

Grmuxa, GrorGce, Gt Du . Postask, Miller 
King’s Lynn Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 

GOULD, P AUGUSTUS. Swansea, Tete _ 
Traveller Swansea Pet Septi3 Ord Sept 13 

Hat, WItt1aM, Folkestone, Fish Hawker UCanter- 
bury Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 


LOWER, GEORGE 


wingfie 4, ‘Kent, Farmer | 








| HAMMETT, Aree past Corn Dealer Exeter 
Pet Sept 14 Ord Se 

HARPER, HADDON, Noreich, late sioened Victualler 
Norwich Pet 'Septié6 Ord Sept 1 

HARBIS, JAMES, ewcastle on Tyne, Domestic 
Engineer Newcastle on Tyne Pet Septié Ord 


Sept 16 
Hitt, Joun, Kingston upon Hull, Commission 
Agent Kingston upon Hull Pet Sept 16 Ord 


pt 1 
Hore, FREDERICK, Fat, Coal Dealer York Pet 
Sept 17_ Ord Sept 
HOROBIN, PETER, noclefield, + a Dyer Maccles- 
field Lady 6 Ord Se 
Hunt, Ji oem. AS bourne gr, ast Dulwich, Journal- 
ist High Court Pet Sept17 Ord Sep t 17 
— UGH WALTERS BEAUMONT, Paldershot. 
Lieut in King’s Liverpool Regt Guildford and 
Godalming Pet July 6 Ord Sept 17 
JONES, GEORGE HERBERP. Ghrowsbary, Tobacconist 
Shrewsbury Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 18 
LasENBY, Hagry, Watford, seeks, 
Avene Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 
LorpD, WILLIE ELLIs, Huddersfield, ote Hud- 
dersfield PetSept17 Ord Se 
— + so rd, Ola 
e 


Carman St 





Builder Wandsworth aus o ord 

Lxvs, SAMUBL, Brunswick rd, Cam rwell, Jeweller | 
Hig h Court Pet Septié Ord p> ody 

Mazen, ROBERT PasHLEY, and W. JoNgs, Liverpool, 
Soe Builders Liverpool Pet Aug 21 Ord 


Ourvee, JOHN, Barton, Metts, sete Butcher Notting- 
ham Pet Sept 17 Ord Se: pt 

PARKER, MARTHA ANN, and Yaawx CHESMAN, Gt 
Ont Bak 16 Grocers Gt Grimsby Pet Sept 16 

| RREs, JOHN, 7 st, Le Builder High Court 
Pet Sevti8 Ord Sept 18 

Rem, J. H. M., Garrick st, Soho, + cca Agent 
High Court’ Pet Aug Ord Sept1 





oer TM 


RpgT, ADOLPHE, Sage’s bldgs, Gray’s inn rd, Last 
Maker High Court Pet Ane 23 Ord Sept. 18 
ROWLANDS, JOsHUA THOMAS, Pentre, Glam, Boot 
Dealer Pontypridd Pet Septi4 Ord Sept 14 
ROsTRON, JOSEPH, Bolton, Merchant Bolton Pet 


Grayson, Grantham, 

ham PetSepti18 Ord Sept 18 

t Torrington, D> aes Farmer 
Barnstaple Pet Sept2 Ord Sept 

Tuomas, CALEB, Cury, Cornwall, Retired Butcher 
Truro PetSepti7 Ord Septi7 

WAINMAN, JAMES, Sneinton, Nottingham, late 
—— Maker Nottingham Pet Aug 31 Ord 

Watson, F PETER, Nelson, Lancs, meg Manufacturer 
Burnley Pet Sept i4 Ord Sept 

WEstT, JAMES, Beccles, Suffolk, Wheelwright Gt 
Yarmouth PetSept 16 Ord Sept 16 

The Scllowing ¢ amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazette of Sept. 13. 

Brppis, JOHN, and Puiniep HENRY TREBLE NOTT, 
Newern, Lydney, —, poe Newport, Mon, 
Pet Sept 11 Or ‘Sept 1 


TANTON, E 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


sear EBEN BELCH, Cheltenham, Baker Sept 28 at 
4.30 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 

BRAMHALL, JAMES, and JOSEPH BISSELL, Warrin; 
Builders Sept 27 - L Off Rec, Ogden's 
Bridge st, Manch 

BREARY, THOMAS, Bedford, Builder Sept 27 at it 
8, St Paul’s amy ‘ord 

BULMER, JouHN, West Hartlepool, Contractor Sept 
27 at 2.15 Royal Hotel, West Hartlepool 

Cummas, 5 ROBERT, Ipswich, late Farmer Oct 1 at 
11 30 ff Rec, I swich 

COWARD, yt arrow in Furness, Clerk Oct 2 
atil 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 


in, 
brs, 





> Yar- 
c Son, 
ton & 
croft, 
an st, 

Oct 
inder- 
mith, 
k Oo, 


¢ Co, 


olley, 
ard & 
»ddall 
ll, Gt 
ck & 


-Mare 
1urch, 


Yec 2, 
Jueen 


1 row 


Ord 
turer 
Gt 
that 
‘orn, 
Mon, 


28 at 


on, 
hbrs, 


at it 


1 at 
Oct 2 
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Davies, David JONES, Gellygaer, Glam. Clerk in 
Holy Orders Oct 2at 12 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 

FinnowW, JOSIAH Woops, Ootton. Suffolk, Farm 
Bailiff Oct1at1215 Off Rec, — 

Fimpow. eapen. Cotton, Suffolk, Farmer Oct 1 at 

12.15 Off Rec, Ipswich 

GERRISH, WESLEY CHARLES. Bristol, Cabinet Manu- 
facturer Oct 9ati2 Off Rec, B Bank chbrs, Bristol 

GOULD, PHILIP AUGUSTUS, Swansea, late Commercial 
—— Oct 1 at 11.20 Off Ree, 97, Oxford st, 
Swanse 

GRAHAM, IRELAYD WILLIAM HkEwEs, Elmswell, Suf- 
folk, Farmer Sept 27 at 1.30 Guildhall, Bury st 
Edmunds 

HAMMETT, GEORGE, Exeter, Corndealer Sept 30 at 11 
Otf Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

HaBPER, EDWIN JosePH, Mai ket st, Mayfair, Green- 
grocer Oct 2at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal 
st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

HARPER, HADDON, Norwich, late Licensed Victualler 
Sept 28 atiz Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

HAgRIS, JAMES, Newcastle on Tyne, Domestic 
Engineer Sept 30at11 Off Rec, Pink lance, New- 
castle on Tyne 

HENSON, Ewan BL, Bristol, Cabinetmaker Oct 9 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Bristol 

Hore, FREDERICK, Y ork, Coal Dealer Sept 28 at 12 
Off Rec. 28, Stonegate, York 

Horonin. PETER, Macclesfield, Silk Dyer Sept 30 at 
11 Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, Macclesfield 

Jones, GEORGE HERBERT, Shrewsbury, Tobacconist 
Sept 28 at2 Law Society’s Rooms, Talbot chbrs, 
Shrewsbur 

Kemr, JoHN THomas, St Ann’s rd, Burdett rd, Mile 
End, formerly Licensed Victualler Oct 3 atil 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

LorpD, WiLL1Ik Ex.is, Huddersfield, Clothier Oct 1 
at3 Haigh & Son, solors, New st, Huddersfield 

LYNALL, WILLIAM, Edgbaston, Birmingham, 
Fruiterer Uct1atil 25, Colmore row, Birmiag- 


ham 

MANWARING, Tuomas, Euston sq, F orage Contractor 
Oct 3at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

MEDWIN, WILLIAM, London wall, Carpet Planner 
Oct 4ati1l1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lin- 
coln’s ion fields 

PLEWs, AGNES, Sheffield, Hosier Oct 1ati1 Off 
Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 

PoRTER, CHARLOTTE, Bedford, Hatter Sept 27 at 12 
8, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 

Potrer, HENRY, —y -~y Essex, Farmer Sept 27 
ati11 Cannon st E 

RANDALL, WILLIAM | Gt Northern Goods 
Station, Farringdon rd, Lime Merchant Oct 2 at 
12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

REED, JOHN, Burton cres, Euston rd, retired Fat- 
dealer Oct2at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal 
st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Ropixson, THOMAS, Ulverston, Butcher Oct 8 at 11 
16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

ROSTRON, JOSEPH. Bolton, Merchant Sept 30 at 3 
16, Wood st, Bolton 

SmirH, JOHN, Leeds, Butcher Sept 30at11 Off Rec, 
22, Park row, Leeds 

SMITH, JOHN THOMAS, Peterborough, General Dealer 
Oct 11 at 12 Law Courts, New rd, Peterborough 

SNADDON, WALTER, Salford, Travelling pager Sept 
a at ll 30 tal Rec, Ogden’ s chmbrs, Bridge st, 

anc 

WILLIAMS, i. Pontnewydd, Mon, Grocer Sept 

8at12 Off Re c, 12, Tredegar pl, Newport, Mon 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


APPLETON, WILLIAM EpWaArpD, Great Yarmouth, 
Lodging House Keeper Great Yarmouth Pet 
Sept17 Ord Sept 17 

BoyLz, EBEN BELCH, Chelte 4 Baker Chelten- 
ham Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 18 

BRENDON, GEORGE Epwarp, Launceston, Cornwall, 
a East Stonehouso Pet Aug 30 Ord 

ept 16 

BRYANT, JOSEPH, Dartmout Park hill, Highgate, 
Butcher High Court Pet July 15 Ord Sept 16 

BULMER, JOHN, West Hi: artlopect, Co ntractor 
Sunderland Pet Sept 14 Ord} 

Burton, WILLIAM, Buckler-bury, ee High 
Court Pet Augs8 Ord Sept 16 

Butt, HENRY WIL ~y Covenshene, Oxon, Farmer 
Reading Vet Sept 16 Ord Sept 17 

Davis, BENJAMIN WALTER, Lower Kennington lane, 
Engineer High Court Pet ~~ 7 Ord Sept 18 

DUFFEY, ALFRED, Newport, I ; + Fishmonger 
Newport and Kyde Pet Sept10 Ord Sept 10 

Finsow, Josiam Woops, Cotton, Suffolk Farm 
Boose Bury St Edmunds Pet Seps 16 Ord 

ept 16 

Finnow, SARAH, Cotton, Suffolk, al Bury 8t 
Edmunds PetSept16 Ord} a % 

FINNIS, STEPHEN ALLEN, Swingtield, Kent, Farmer 
Canterbury PetSepti7 Ord Sept 17 

FRENCH, WILLIAM PHILIP. Brentwood, Essex, Horse 
Dealer Chelmsford Pet Sept2 Ord Sept 17 


GALLOP, EpwakD BENJAMIN, late of Hastings, 
| one aaa Hastings Pet Sept 18 ord 
pt is 


GaRNIss, OSWALD CORNELIUS, Ashbourne, Derbyabire, 
Mercantile Clerk Burton on Trent Pet Sept 2 
Ord Be rt 18 

GERRISH, WESLEY CHARLES, Bristol, py Manu- 
facturer Bristol Pet Sept10 Ord Sept 1 

GIBLING, GEorGE, Great Dunham Norfolk, “Miller, 
King’ s8Lynn PetSeptis Ord Sept 1 

GouLp, Puinip AUGUSTUS, Swansea, late Dismacetel 

traveller Swansea PetSept13 Ord Sept 14 

Hatt, WILLIAM, Folkestone, Fish Hawker Canter- 
bury PetSeptis Ord se rt 17 

Hammett, GEorG::, Exeter, Corn Dealer Exeter 

Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 








HANSELL, RICHARD ALEXANDER, Sheffield, Maker of 
Steel. Castin s Sheffield Pet Aug 21 Ord Sept 18 

HARLEY, JOHN Set Bane * Architect 
High Court Pet June20 Ord Se 

HARPER, HADDON, Norwich, late Licensed Victualler 
Norwich PetSept16 Ord Sept 

CHARLES, Walsall, J ourneyman Currier 
Walsall Pet Sept 4 Ord eras 

Hitt, Joun, Kingston upon Hull, Commission a 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 

HIL1s, ALFRED, and WALTER TOWNSEND, Guach st, 
Camberwell, Ironmongers High Court Pet Aug 
8 Ord Sept 16 

Hope, FREDERICK, York, Coaldea'er York Pet Sept 
17 Ord t 17 


Hunt, Jonny, Ashbourne grove, East Dulwich, 
Journalist High Court Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 

LACHMAN, MAuRIcE, Upper Wimpole st High Court 
Pet June 24 Ord Sept 16 

LASENBY, HARRY, Wartord, Sorts, Carman 8st 
Albans Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 

MOUNFIELD, WILLIAM, New Brighton, Cheshire, Pro- 
F sane Dealer Birkenhead Pet Aug 27 Ord 

ept 16 

Oxrver, JOHN, Barton, Notts, late Butcher Notting- 
ham Pet Sept17 Ord Sept 17 

PARKER, MARTHA ANN, and FRrRayK CHESMAN, Gt 
One 16 Grocers Gt Grimsby Pet Sept 16 

r 

PETERS, poohy Lewes, Journeyman Mineral Water 
Manufacturer Lewes Pet Septi13 Ord Sept 17 

PHILPOTT, CHARLES, Wolverhampton, Shoe Manu- 
Seals. Wolverhampton Pet Sept 11 Ord 

1 

Roose, THomMAs HowartTH, Hucu Romer, and 
GEORGE, WALTERS,} 'y ere Carriers Ohester 
Pet Aug 27 Ord Sept 

ROsTRON, JOSEPH, Bolton, Merchant Bolton Pet 
Sept 3 Ord Sept 17 

Row.anns, JosHUA THOMAS, Pentre, Glam, Boot 
Dealer Pontypridd PetSept14 Ord Sept 14 

RUSHTON, JOHN ARTHUR GRAYSON, ——., But- 
cher Nottingham Pet Sept18 Ord Sept 

SNADDON, WALTER, Salford, fraveling’ | = 
Salford Pet Aug?27 Ord Sept 18 

SToNE, WALTER SAMUEL, and FREDERICK GEORGE 
ScuLL, Bristol, Travelling Drapers Bristol Pet 
Sept 14 Ord Sept 16 

TASKER, ANDREW, eenthonter, Printer Manchester 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Sept i 

Vine, WILLIAM JOHN, East Cowes, I.W., Gooue 
Newport and Ryde Pet Sept10 Ord Sept 


WEsT, JAMES, Beccles, Suffolk. Wheel ate g Great 
Yarmouth PetSeptié6 Ord *ept 16 
Woop, Joun_ Ropert, Epworth, Lincs, Currier 


Sheffield Pet Aug2 Ord Sept 17 


The followivg amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazette of Sept. 6. 


PovaLL, JOHN, Padeswood, Flintshire, Farmer 
Chester Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 16 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, Sept. 24. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Ciucas, JANE, Drighlington, Yorks, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Bradford Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept 21 

CRAVEN, EDWARD STAMFORD, The Rersecke, Houns- 
low, Lieutenant 19th Hussars Brentford Pet 
April 30 Ord Sept 17 

Daviss, JAMES, Cwmcarnhowell, nr Llanelly, Car- 
marthenshire, Mason Carmarthen Pet Sept 19 
Ord Sept 19 

Davies, JOHN LioyD, Sandy Haven, St Ishmael’s, 
<y~t on onkeeper Pembroke Dock Pet Sept 20 

r 

DAVIES, J ONATHAN, Ebbw Vale, Mon, Grocer Trede- 

gar PetSept6 Ord Sept 2 


— Mary, Lianfairfeclhao, Carnarvonshire, 
i yo iging a Keeper Bangor Pet Sept 21 


FULLER, Guanes, Sawston, Cambs, Builder Cam- 
bridge PetSept2zi Ord Sept 21 

—— EDWARD WILLIAM BENNETT, Ipswich, 

eon Ipswich Ord Septi9 

SDWARD, Mardy, em Grocer Pontypridd 

Sept 20 Ord Sept 20 

ona JOHN CHARLES. Hammersmith rd, Fruiterer 
High Court Pet Sept20 Ord Sept 20 

HARE, OMAS SARGENT, Baswich, nr Stafford, 
Farmer Stafford Pet Sept 20 Ord 3 ept 20 

HATTERLEY, CHARLES KILVINGTON, owe. nr Leeds, 
Gent Leeds Pet Aug 29 Ord Sept 1 

Horrse, WILLIAM, North Shields, Pestbever New- 

castle on Tyne PetSept2i Ord Sept 21 

Hunt, GEORGE, Runcorn, Cheshire, gn eaemanen 
Warrington PetSept20 Ord Sept 

Irwin, had om Southsea Por’ — A Pet Aug 
7 pti 

JAMES, THOMAS, Northwold bldgs, Stoke Newington, 
Builder High Court PetSept19 Ord Seu 19 

KENDALL, RoBEatT, Shipley, Yorks, late Ironm »ager 
Bradford PetSept19 Ord Sept 19 

Luoyp, J Fie Swansea, Grocer Swansea Pet Sept 
20 


Moss, JOHN, The ‘gona, Glam, Builder Cardiff Pet 
Septi9 Ord 
OAKES, JOSHUA WiLtiaM, toteester, Catan Maker 
cester PetSept 19” Ord Sept 

bpm | Boot “Manufacturer 
Norwich PetSept 21 Ord Se 

ok A ¥ ~ Lincs, 
Tailor Gt Grimsby Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 
TrpLtaDy, MILEs, Bradford, \spceeemeane Bradford 


Pet eave 2) Ord Se 2 
WatTso aera. Wharfinger 


ouy, 


GEORGE 
“Middlesborough. Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 
WEBER, PuILIP, Weston super Mare, Somerset, 

Basket Manufacturer Bridgwater Pet Sept 20 
Ord Hept 20 











WELTON, CHARLES EpMUND, Xenigy. © uffolk, Black- 
smith Ipswich Pet Sept is Ord Sept 18 
WHEELER, THomas, Luton. Straw Hat Manu- 


facturer Luton Pers. Sept 21 Ord Sept 2 
wae, FRANK, Bury St Edmunds, 1 aed Bury 
St Edmuods Pet Sept2i Ord Sept? 
Woop, WittiaAM, Cookridge, nr Leeds, Farmer 


ollingto’ ston pe Fat pee. 


Ord Sept 20 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Axsport, JoHN GgorGE NELSON, Austiaofriars, Stock- 
broker Oct 4 at 12 83, Carey st, Lincoin’s inn 
Brppis, JOHN, and Pumip Henry Tresie Nort. 
Newern, Lydney, Gi aw ay a Sati2 Off 
Rec, 12, sveteuar pl, Newport, M 

Boot, GEORGE PERCIVAL, Davenhem, Cheshire, 
Grocer Oct vl at 4 Royal Hotel, Crewe 

Bovey, WILLIAM GEORGE, Newgate st, Civil Service 
Clerk Oct4ati1_ 33, Care 4 ~ = sion 

CALVERT, WILLIAM ROBSON, rafford, nr Man- 
chester, Corres; ates. ‘Chak Oct 1 Py 8 of 
Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, — 

DANDO, ALFRED, Cannock, Staffs, Grocer Oct 16 at 
11.15 Ott Rec, Walsall’ 

DAviks, JAMES, Cwmcarnhowell, nr Lieediy, Mason 
Oct 3 at 10.30 On Meo, 13. Quay #6 rthen 

FEILD, THomas MicHAkL, West ton Gen pong Tg 
occupation Oct 15 at 11 Bankruptcy bi dgs 
Lincoln’s inn 

FINNIS, STEPHEN ALLEN, Sw eld, Kent, Farmer 
Oct 3at3 73, Sandgate rd olkestone 

GREEN, WILLIAM JOSEPH. at Horkesley, Essex, Gent 
Oct 12at11 Townhall, Colchester 

HALL, WILLIAM, yy Fish Hawker Oct 4 at 
9,30 Off Kec, 5, Castle st, Canterbur 

Hayco, CHARLES, Journeyman OUu'rier Oct 
16 A 10. ys Off Walsal 





HI, JOHN, Kinesten Heo, int Hull, Commission Agent 
Oct : at 11 y House lane, Hull 
Hopper, o2 S Ree Shicids, Fruiterer oe 5 


atli Off Reo, Pink lane, Newcastle on 
JACKSON, JOHN HENRY, Yeadon, Yorks, ailor’s 
Cutter Oct2atit Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Jonks, THOMaS DAVIES, Ebbw Vale, Mon, Grocer 
cone Yr. Off tee, sertere ‘a? Le : 
NDALL, o_o pl ey, Yor te Ironmonger 
Oct 3 at 11 1, Manor row, ~-—_-- ae 
LarGs, Jie. ve% ‘West Kensingto 
Kensington, Provision Merchant Oct 8 at it 1 
} =: aaa bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 


el 
Lor aan, Jacos, High st, Whitechapel, Wholesale 
Clothier Oct 4 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Portu- 
gal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
MARFLEET, JOHN, formerly Longton, Stat, Solicitor 
Nov4ati2 Off Rec, i mares oS ‘ord 
Oakgs, JOSHUA WILLIAM, Cabinet Maker 
Oct 3 at 12.30 Off Rec, £8, F’ aha 2 
PETERS, JOHN, Lewes, Mineral Water L - 
Oct 1at12 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
PHILPOTT, CHARLES, Wolverhampton, Shoe -Manu- 
facturer Oct 15. atil Off Rec, St Peters close, 
Wolverhampton 
SmiTH, GeorGs Tuxrorp, Boston, Lincs, Watch- 
maker Oct3ati2 Off fies, 48, =“ st, Boston 
Grocer Octiat12 Off 





STEDIFORD, GEORGE, Cardiff 
Rec, 29, Queen st, Oardiif 

STONE, WALTER SAMUEL, and FREDERICK GEORGE 
SouLL, Bristol, ssereiang Eepers Oct 9 at 1 

ff Rec, Baak chmbrs, B 

me, Epmunp, Gt Torrington. ee Farmer 
Oct 3at2 King’s Arms Hotel, taple 

Tuomas, CALEB. ,» Cornwall, otired Butcher 

Oct i at 12.30. Off , Boscawen st, Truro 

TuorPe, JAMES, Mortimer rd, Kingsland, no occupa- 
tion Oct 8 at il Pambruptcy bldogs, Portugal 

st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Trecapy, Mixes, Bradford, Wheelwright Oct4 at 3 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Tene, ERBERT REES, Gt Chapel st, ome, 

er Bankruptcy 


Stone chant Oct 9 at 12.30 
bldngs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
WATSON, ER, Nelson, Lancs. Cotton Manufac- 


turer Oct 3 at 3.45 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas 
st, Burnley 

WEBER, Puiurr, Weston super Mare, Somerset, 
Basket Manufacturer Oct 2 at 11.15 Railway 
Hotel, Weston super Mare 


The following amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the Londoa Viazette of Sept. 20, 


PiLews, AGNES, Sheffield, Hosier Oct 1 at 11 Off 
Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 


ADJUDIOCATIONS. 


ASHFORD, WILLIAM, Great Grimsby, Rmachowast 
Great Grimsby Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 
BENNETT, SAINT JOHN COLWOOD, jade SE st, 
nee sq, Gent High Court Pet Augié Ord 
'P 
BoorH, GEORGE PERCIVAL, Davenham, 
pee 4 Nantwich and Urewe Pet Sept 16 Ste Ged 


Sept 21 
CALVERT, WILLIAM Rosson, Old Trafford, Manches- 
ter, Corresponding Olerk Salford Pet Sept 18 


Ord 
Canes, vane, Drighlin ,» Yorks, Licensed 
ictualler Bradford ay 21 Ord Sept #1 
nr Lianelly, — 


Dewan JAMES, Cwmcarnhow 
\partbonshine, Carmarthen Pet Sept 1 


Davias, Joxaurmax, Ebbw ha Mon, Grocer 
PetSept5 Ord eg 
Upper Thames st, Wholesale Tea 
Dealer High Court Pet July 17 Ord Sept 21 
Evans, Mary, Liavfairfechan, Carnarvonshire, 


» Mason 
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Lodging House Keeper Bangor 

Ord Sept 21 ; 

FULLER, CHARLES, Sawston, Oantab, Builder Cam- 
bri Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept 21 

Gipsy, EpwakD, Mardy, Glam, Grocer Pontypridd 
Pet Sept 20 Ord Sept 20 

Gass, JoHN CHARLES, Hammersmith rd, Fruiterer 
High Court Pet Sept 20 Ord Sept 20 

GREEN, WILLIAM JosEPH, Great Horkesley, Essex, 
Gent Colchester Pet July it Ord Sept 21 

Hunt, GeorGe, Ruvcorn, Cheshire, Stonemason 
Warrington Pet Sept 20 Ord Sept 20 

JACKSON, SAMUBL, Bury, es, Corn Miller Bolton 
Pet Sept 6 Ord Sept 20 

JAMES, THOMAS, Northwold bldgs, Stoke Newington, 
Bui'der High Court Pet Septi9 Ord Sept 19 

Jounson, THOMAS, Presteigne, Radnorshire, Carrier 
Leoninster Pet July19 Ord Sept 20 

KENDALL, ROBERT, Shipley, late Ironmonger Brad- 
ford Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 19 

LxoyD, JoHN, Swansea, Grocer Swansea Pet Sept 
20 Ord Sept 20 

Lyvs, SAMUEL, Brunswick rd, Camberwell, Jeweller 
High Court Pet Septi6 Ord Sept 20 

McGreGcor, ROBERT ALEXANDER. and _ WILLIAM 
THOMAS OSBORNE SMITH, Stapleton Hal! yard, 
Stroud Green, Plumbers High Court Pet Aug 
13 Ord Sept 19 

MITCHELL, ALEXANDER, Oxford st, Insurance Super- 
intendent High Court Pet Aug?2 Ord Sept 19 

MO8LLER, CHARLES FREDERICK, Birkenhead, for- 
meriy Club Secretary Birkenhead Pet Sept 11 
Ord ot 20 

Moss, JOHN, Bridgend, Glam, Builder Cardiff Pet 
Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Noon, Ropert, Marston on Dove, Derbyshire, Far- 
mer BurtononTrent Pet Augi19 Ord Sept 21 

Oakes, JosHUA WILLIAM, Leicester, Cabinetmaker 
Leicester Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 21 

JOHNSTEPHEN, Pope’s rd, Brixton, Sign 


Pet Sept 12. Ord Sept 21 

Ra Es, JOHN. late Lupus st, Pimlico, Builder High 
Court Pet Sept i8 Ord Sept 21 

Ripst, ADOLPHE, Sage’s bldg, Gray’s inn rd, Last 
Maker HighCourt Pet Aug 23 Ord Sept 21 

SETTON, NATHAN MENASHE, Manchester, Mer chant 
Manckester Pet Aug 30 Ord Sept 21 

SowERBY, THOMAS, Scunthorpe, Frodingham, Lincs, 
Tailor GtGrimsby Pet Septi1s Ord Sept 18 

Tait, Joun, Newport, Mon, Boot Manufacturer 
Newport, Mon Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 20 

TanTon, EpMunpD, Gt Torrington, Devon, Farmer 
Barnstaple PetSept2 Ord Sept 21 

Tuomas, CALEB, Cury, Cornwall, retired Butcher 
Truro Pet Sept 17 Ord tb 19 

TrpLapy, Mies, Bradford, Wheelwright Bradford 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 20 

Weston super Mare, Somerset, 

Bridgwater Pet Sept 19 


1 
PLUMMER, 
Writer High Court 


WEBER ILIP, 
Basket Manufacturer 
Ord Sept 20 

WIE, FRANK, Bu 
8t Edmunds 


St Edmunds, Fishmonger Bury 

et Sept 21 Ord Sept 21 

Woop, Wiiuiam, Cookridge, nr Leeds, Farmer 
Leeds Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept 21 

Youna, Maria Ann, 'Turle rd, Tolilngton pk, Princi- 
pal of a Ladies’ School High Court Pet Sept 20 
Ord Sept 20 


SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Oct. 5.—Messrs. CHARLES & ToBBS, at the Station 
Hotel, Littlestone-on-Sea, Freehold Building Land 
(see advertisement, Sept. 21, p. 4). 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 
MARRIAGES. 


CAMFBELL— WATEINS.—Sept. 12, at Streatham, Gor- 
don Campbell, LL.D., Trinity College, Cambridge, 
and of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, to 
Blanche Iveson. elder daughter of the Rev. W. 
Watkins, Warden of the Magdalen Hospital, 


=a 


THE 





Pet Sept 21 ' 


Day—Dymonp.—Sept. 18, at Darfield Parish Church, 
Ben Day, solicitor, Leeds, to Mary, elder daughter 
of Thomas Dymond, Burntwood Hall, near Barns- 
ey. 

Massey—Evans.—Sept. 18, at Eccleston, near St. 
Helens, Joseph Massey, of St. lielens, solicitor, to 
Mary Elizabeth, eldest daughter of the late William 
Evans, of Prescot, Lancashire. 

ScRATCHLEY—LEWIsS.—Sept. 21, at St. Margaret's, 
Westminster, Philip A. Scratchley, M.A. Oxon., of 
the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, to Fanny Ethel, 
younger dsughter of the late Captain John C. A. 
Lewis, of Bushey- park Cottage, Teddington. 


DEATHS. 
Humpury.—Sept. 20, Joseph Godfrey Humphry, of 
12, Fenchurch-avenue, solicitor, aged 55. 
Lrwis.—Sept. 23, at 51, Holland-park, W., Frederic 
H. Lewis, barrister-at-law, aged 55. 
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INTEREST 


Crarrman—Edward James Bevir, Esq., Q.C. 
Deputy-Csairman—The Rt. Hon. HenryCecil Raikes, M.P. 
Reversions and Life Interests Purchased, 
and Deferred Annuities granted in exchange for Rever 
sionary and Contingent Interests. 


Loans may also be obtained on the security of Re ver-| 


sions, 


Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingsat, and | 


also Endowments granted on favourable terms, 
Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and ail further 
information, may be had at the office. 
C. B. CLABON, Secretary. 


South Metropolitan Gas Company.—£50,000 Five per 
Cent. Perpetual Debenture Stock of the above 


Company, presenting an investment of the soundest 


description 


N the Directors to SELL by AUCTION, at the 
MART, on FRIDAY, OCTOBER 18th, at TWO o’clock 
precisely, in Numerous Lots, to suit large and small 
purchasers, £50,000 FIVE per CENT. PERPETUAL 
DEBENTURE STOCK in the SOUTH METRO- 
POLITAN GAS COMPANY. The districts supplied 
by the Company comprises nearly the whole of the 
Routh of London, from Wandsworth to Plumstead- 
marshes, and the demand has so much increased that 
the supply of gas has been nearly doubled within the 
last 10 years. 

Particulars may be had of Frank Bush, Esj.. 
Secretary to the Uompany, 709A, Old Kent-road ; of 
Messrs. Johnson, Budd, & Johnson, Solicitors, 24, 
Austinfriars ; and of Mr. G. A. Wilkinson, Auctioneer 
and Land Agent, 7, Poultry, City. 


Immediate | 


R. G. A. WILKINSON is instructed by | 


R. B. A. REEVES, LAND AGENT and 
SURVEYOR, LONSDALE CHAMBERS, 97 
CHANCERY LANE, is prepared to conduct Sales of 
ucsnens =. a5 Properties by Auction on 
moderate 8. e t of 
Collection of Rents aixik of Preperty and 


SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1ssg, 
SSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 

that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, 
Building Land, Ground-rents, Advowsons, Reversions. 
Btocks, Shares, and other Properties, will be held at the 
Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of Eng. 
land, in the City -f Lonéon, as follows :— 

Tues, Oct 8 Tues, Nov 5 Tues, Dec 3 
Tues, Oct 22 Tues, Nov 19 


Auctions can also be held on othcr days. In order to 


| insure proper publicity, due notice should be given, 


the | 


The period between such notice and the proposed auc. 
tion must considerably depend upon the nature of the 
poreny to be sold. A printed scale of terms can be 
iad at 80, Cheapside, or will be forwarded, Telephong 


No. 1,503, 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting 
and Shooting Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent 
Charges, House Property and Investments generally, ig 
published on the first day of each month, and may be 
abtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, 
£.C., or will be sent by post in return for two stamps,— 
Particulars for insertica should be received not later than 


four days previous to the eud cf the preceding month, 


N ORTGAGES. — Me:srs. Woods, Land 
a Agents and Auctioneers, are in direct com. 
muovication with principals and _ solicitors having 
numerous sums waiting to be advanced on sound 
hvuse properties. A small agreed procuration fee 
charged if a loan is carried out —13, Newgate-street. 
(Mr, Edmund G. Woods, of the late firm of Messrs, 
Dowsett & Woods.) 


(pFFICES and CHAMBERS. — Lofty 
and Well-lighted Offices and Chambers to be 
Let at Lonsdale Chambers, No. 27, Chancery-lane 
(opposite the New Law Courts). Also large, well- 
furnished Rooms for Meetings, Arbitrations, &c.— 
Apply to Messrs. C. A. HARRISON & Co., Chartered 
Accountants, on the premises. 


ia you want Money without Fees—amount® 

£10 to £1,000—before applying elsewhere see Mr 
= CLIBURN, personally if possible, 43, Great Tower 
street. 


_ EDE AND SON, — 


ROBE fs MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


Io Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c, 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Uler’ 
and Clerks of the Peace. * 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS. 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY I.ANE, LONDON. 





GUARANTEE& TR 


LIMITED, 





USTSOGIETY, 


SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £1,000,000. PAID-UP CAPITAL, £100,000. 


HEAD OFFICE: 9, Serle-street, Lincoln’s-inn, London. 


The Hon. BARON POLLOCK. 
The Hon, Mr. JUSTICE KAY. 


1.—FIDELIITY GUARANTEES, given 


Travellers, and others; also Bonds on behalf of Trustees in Ban! 
dators and Receivers under the High Court, and all persons holding Government 


appointments, where required; and 
- A.—LUNAOCY COMMITTEES’ BONDS 
B.—ADMINISTRATION BONDS ente 
1Il.—ADMIRALTY BAIL BONDS granted. 
Ill. MORTGAGE INSURANCES effected. 


For further particulars apply to the Head Office, as above, or to any of the Branches :— 
LIVBRPOOL: 6, York-buildings, 14, Dale-strect. 


City : 9, St. Mildred’s-court, Poultry, E.C. 


on behalf of Clerks, Cashiers, 


ted. 
into at moderate rates. 


MANCHESTER : 51, King-street. 


TRUSTEES : 


General Manager and Secretary, THOS. R. RONALD. 


The Hon. Mr. JUSTICE DAY, 
The Hon. Mr. JUSTICE GRANTHAM, 


OBJECTS OF THE SOCIETY: 


kruptcy, Liqui- 


1V.—DEBENTURES and BANK DEPOSITS guaranteed. 

V.—TRUSTEES FOR DEBENTURE, &c, 
for Debenture and other Loans. 

VI.—TRUSTEESHIP. 
either in existing Trusts or in those to 


I.—TITLES GUARANTEED (a; 


The Society acts as Trustee 


The Society is also prepared to be appointed Trustee 
hereafter created. 

(See special Prospectus.) 
t defect ia same). 


VI 
VILI.—CONTRACTS GUARANTEED (as to due performance) 


EDINBURGH ; 53, George-street, 








; 
; 
| 
| 
; 


ISTERS 


lerks, 
GOWNS. 





